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BEEF BARONS, super- J 


market tycoons and 
millionaire ‘‘property 


developers’’—that’s ~ 


who’s really running the 
Southern Irish state. 
Over the past month 


Leinster House pol- ` 


iticlans have been 


revealed as puppets of as 


the capitalists. 

Every week the evidence 
mounts up: 
W Agriculture Minister Michael 
O'Kennedy produced lies and 
half truths in an effort to cover 
up for Larry Goodman after 
word leaked out of his multi- 
million pound beef rip-off. 


W Industry Minister Ray Burke © 


pronounced himself helpless to 
act in Ben Dunne’s “‘bread 
war’ and as hundred of bread 
jobs were destroyed. 

Environment Minister 
Padraig Flynn put pressure on 
Pabia Comet} Council to hand 
over more than £2 million to 
notorious building outfit Bren- 
nan and MacGowan as ‘‘com- 
pensation’’ for a piece of land 
that filed to win planning 
permission. 

In each case the capitalists 
involved are financial con- 
tributors to Fianna Fail. 

Goodman and Dunne are 
personal friends of Charlie 
Haughey. 

Ray Burke himself made a 
fortune in the sixties and seven- 
ties as an auctioneer for Bren- 
nan and MacGowan. 

Meanwhile a quarter of a 
million unemployed, single 


parents and deserted wives are 
hounded Social Welfare 
fraud 5 


Social Services Minister 
Michael Woods has boasted 
publicly that his hit have 
already kicked 13,000 off the 
Register and intends to double . 
this number by the end of the 


temerity to protest against the 
cut in their miserly weekly 


Multi-millionaire fraud Larry Goodman 


income. 


The state is run by and for the 


He described them as rich. The poor don’t get a look 


“hooked on the dole’’, 


These facts tell us far more 
about the real nature of the 
26 Counties than all the 
debate and speechifying by 
politicians and media 
commentators. 


in, 

Goodman owns 80 com- 
panies in Ireland which account 
for nearly 4 per cent of the total 
wealth produced in the state 
annually. 

His personal fortune is 
reckoned to be £300 million, 

The Dunne family has assets 
estimated at £500 million. 

Like fellow millionaires 


O'Reilly and Smurfit, both 
Goodman and Dunne have 
become too big to be confined 
within Ireland. 


Goodman has bought 8 per 
cent of British food giant 
Unigate. Dunne has opened the 
first in a series of stores in 
England, 


The ugly face of 
Irish capitalism 


The notion that Southern 
Ireland doesn’t have a real 
capitalist ruling class, that 
everybody in Ireland is part of 
an oppressed nation and 
therefore has a common interest 
in fighting for ‘‘Irish in- 
terests’’, is exposed as 
nonsense by these facts. 

Trish capitalism isn’t just 
protected by the corruption of 
Fianna Fail. The entire 
capitalist system is based on 
corruption. 


Goodman, Dunne, Brennan 
and MacGowan are perfect ex- 
amples of the dynamic, 
thrusting entrepreneurs who 
are made heros of by the 
entire media and political 
establishment. 

Goodman, for example, built 
up his vast fortune by legally 
ripping-off Common Market 
tax-payers. 

His companies currently 
receive £100 million a year in 
EC export subsidies which 
bridge the gap between EC and 
world prices. 

Dozens of capitalist builders 
are in the queue for compensa- 
tion for land refused planning 
permission. 

This “‘right”’ is actually en- 
shrined in the Irish Con- 
stitution, which has been 
officially interpreted to mean 
that no restraint can be put on 
the profit-making potential of 
private property. 


The corruption of Fianna 
Fail should be exposed cer- 
tainly. But the only way to 
bring real change about is to 
end the system corruption is 
based on. 


That wont be done by 
moralising and play-acting in 
Leinster House. : 

Leinster House doesn’t run 
capitalism. The real message of 
recent events is that it’s the 
other way round. 

The only way we'll ever wipe 
the grin off the ugly face of 
Trish capitalism is for the work- 
ing class itself to organise and 
fight the system at every 
opportunity. 
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bribes 


THE recent deregui- 

ation of broadcasting 

has opened up golden 

opportunities for jobs 

r tho boys in Fianna 
a 


| _ The spoils include 
franchises for the 
| National Radio Station, 
two local radio stations 
in Dublin, a third 
national television 
| channel, 25 local radio 
| Stations throughout the 
country, and various 
community radio 
enterprises. 
| In June Minister for 
| Communications Ray 
Burke set up a com- 
mission consisting 
entirely of Fianna Fail 
hacks to decide who were 


| to be the lucky recipients. 
| Bodies such as the 
| National Association for 
j Community Broadcasters 
| were refused a place on 
the commission, while 
strong Fianna Fail 
Supportere such as Fred 
9'’Donovan were 
appointed. 


O'Donovan didn't forget 
his old friends when ap- 
pointed to such a 
position. The company in 
which he previously held 
a large numer of shares, E 
Sat, was part of the con- 
sortium getting the 
franchise for one of the 
two local Dublin stations. 


While Burke assured 
prospective investors that 
‘the new stations won't 
have the same restrictive 
work practices as RTE”, 
details about the ap- 
plicants were shrouded in 
secrecy. 

The hearings of the 
commission were not 
open to the public, only 
journalist from each of the 
national newspapers and 
RTE was invited, and all 
details of the applications 
were to be kept secret. 


Protected from public 
scrutiny, the commission 
went on to hand out the 
goodies to their cronies. 


Oliver Barry, who 
helped to organise many a 
Fianna Fail Ard Fheis, was 
granted the National 
Radio franchise; his 
company, Century 


Communications Ltd., is 
jointly owned by Wexford 
millionaire James 


Stafford. 


Stafford also owns 
20% of shares in Atlantic 
Satellite, which holds the 
franchise for the Irish 
direct broadcasting 
satellite. 

Rumour has it that 
Barry may run as Fianna 
Fail’s candidate for Cork 

‘in the EEC elections. 

The Dublin stations 
were grabbed up Radio 
2000, combining the 
money of Jefferson 
Smurfit, former Garda 
Commissioner Eamonn 
Doherty, and ex-Guinness 
Peat Aviation executive 
Denis O’Brien. 

O'Brien has close links 
with Stokes Kennedy 
Crowley, the accountancy 
firm that originally 
recommended that 
competition be set up for 

RTE. 


MAGNATES 


Other shareholders in 
the Radio 2000 venture 
are the Gallagher family, 
Irish building magnates 
and Fianna Fail 
supporters. 

The other Dublin 
franchise winner was 
Capital Radio, one of 
whose directors, Mike 
Hogan, has been known 
to answer the phone at 
Fianna Fail headquarters 
on occasion. 

Michael! Smurfit is a 
major player in the chase 
for the third national tele- 
vision channel, and is also 
behind Telecom 
Eireann’s bid to buy out 
Cablelink, which will be 
used to distribute those 
channels. 

But Fianna Fail’s rural 
support has not been 
forgotten. In Co. Mayo, 
Ms. Sharon Flynn, 
daughter of the En- 
vironment Minister, made 
the case for Independent 
Radio Mayo. 

One of the directors of 
Limerick Community 
Radio Ltd is former 
Fianna Fail senator Noel 
Mulcahy. 

And in the Louth/Meath 
area, ‘‘Community 
Communications Ltd” is 
backed by Fianna Fail 
senator Paschal Mooney. 

In spite of Fianna Fail’s 
new rhetoric of the free 
market, the old vices of 
corruption and political 
patronage are very thinly 
concealed. 


THE EARTH is being 
destroyed by capitalism. 
The latest and most 
serious threat is the des- 
truction of the ozone 


layer. ; 

The ozone layer is a 
thin layer 15 miles up 
into the atmosphere that 
surrounds the globe. It is 
a sort of blanket that 

rotects the earth from 
famed ultra-violet 
light. 

UVL is what tans 
people. Too much UVL 
causes skin cancer. 

Scientists say that bio- 
logical life—plants and 
vegetation—will also be 
destroyed by too much 
UVL. Some believe our 
immune system is 
threatened. 

Scientists first suspected 
damage to the Ozone layer 
in 1974, but it wasn’t until 
1984 when British scient- 
ists on a mission to An- 
tarctica discovered a hole in 
the ozone layer. Satellites 
have confirmed this. 


AEROSOLS 


Chlorofluorocarbons 
(CFCs), are widely con- 
sidered to be the prime 
cause of ozone depletion. 

CFCs are used in refrig- 
erators, aerosols, air condi- 
tioning and foam plastics 
(for example, hamburger 
packaging). 


‘$e happens to 
the profit 


made from Irish — 


workers? => 


Is it re-invested to - 


-Tim Mahoney of Killeer 
Investments (a group of 


When these are released 
it takes them ten yeas to 
reach the ozone layer to 
begin their destruction. 


Scientists from NASA 
now say we are on the 
brink of a major en- 
vironmental disaster. 
They believe the ozone 
layer is under an im- 
mediate threat. 


Earlier this year, a con- 
verted U2 spy plane, ‘ts 
wings packed full of 
monitoring equipment, flew 
deep into the Arctic. So far 
this plane has flown 15 
times, only 11 miles up, on 
a mission to find out what 
is happening to the ozone 
layer. 


SPRING 


Meanwhile NASA 
scientists are also monitor- 
ing the situation. 

e conclusion drawn 
was that the Arctic was on 
the brink of a major loss of 
ozone as the Arctic spring 
produced climatic con- 
ditions most unfavourable 
to the ozone layer. 

There is a fear also that 
the northern hemisphere 
will also lose large amounts 
of ozone. 

Tt took ten years from 
identification to get a con- 
vention in Vienna which 
was followed by a protocol 
in Montreal to reduce em- 


ere evealed recently b 


cure the deadly at TH 


unemployment ` 


disease ór stem the 
flow of emiaration? 


Ease the sick or — 


hunger problems of- 

the impoverished, 

perhaps? 
Noway 


Some of the answers 


issions by a half by the end 
of the decade. In March, the 
first World Environmental 
Summit took place in the 
Netherlands and Norway tO 
**Save the Planet’. 

But while our rulers 
pretend to be concerned 
at the damage to the en- 
vironment, their real 
concern is profit. 

Westem governments are 
keen to outlaw CFCs in the 
third world countries. 
Poorer countries can pro- 


The millionaires’ paradise 


T tees off for. 
éh or the 


ce their own CFCs for 
A But the replace 
ment chemicals for CFCs 
are, at the moment, he 
monopoly of large multi 
nationals like IC and Du 


Pont. 


WARMING 


And the *‘greenhouse 
effect’’—the warming of 
the earth, with potentially 
disatrous consequences—IS 


Tim Mah 
Killeen > 
a Investmenis 


oxide emissions from car 

<hausts and power 
stations 

The technology exists to 
educe these pollutants by 
10 per cent but Western 
-overnments will not de- 
nand the power indus 
nvest the necessary cael 

Cheap public transport 
would reduce car pol- 
lution—but the government 
insists on high fares and 
service cutbacks 


REYNOLDS 
PRSI SCAM 


DURING his budget 
speech Reynolds, 
the Fianna Fail Min- 
ster for Finance, 
announced that he 
ntended introducing 

‘he full rate of PRSI 
or public sector 

workers. 

There are a number of 
reasons why the gov- 
ernment’s proposal 
should be treated with 
extreme caution. 
@Payment of the full rate 
of PRSI entitles workers 
to unemployment and 
pay related benefits 

Its introduction would 
make it easier for the 
government to change 
the terms of employment 
of public sector workers 
and to enforce compul- 
sory redundancies. 

Wilt would badly hit the 
ake home wages of the 
ower paid. 

The cost of the in- 
creased deductions to 4 
worker on £10,000 a yeat 
would be in the region of 
£10 per week. 

IThere is a myth that 
civil servants have free 
Pensions. 

A recent ESRI report 
on the Civil Service 

uperannuation 

Scheme su gested that 

they were in fact pay- 

mg more for their pen- 
sions than private sec- 
tor workers: 
comparison of em- 
ployee contributions t0 


e civil service, private — 


Sector occupational an 
EE State’s contributory 
old age pension schemes 


shows that the cost of — 
Civil servants’ implicit — 
was 8.2 1954 
as a 

-2 per cent of pay 
whereas private sector 


contributions in 


employees contributed 
-© per cent,” a 


AST MONTH’S 

Labour Party Con- 

ference in Tralee 
was a knock-out victory 
for the Right. 

Just two years after 
abandoning coalition with 
Fine Gael and finding a 
new left face, exactly 
those forces and per- 
sonalities who were the 
pioneers of Coalition cuts 
are firmly back in the 
saddle. 

Rising star of the Left and last 
year’s vice-president Emmet Stagg 
was decisively voted out in favour 
of right-winger Niamh 
Bhreathnach. 

Conference decided two-to-one 
to outlaw Militant. nee 

Appeals against the winding up 
of three left-wing Dublin branches 

rejected. 
Pia a EE which lacked any 
controversy Spring attacked 
““Thatcherite‘‘ economic policy 
and proposed continuing the mixed 
economy ‘‘with a thriving private 

fees : 
packing Spring and the Right 
throughout the conference was 
the ITGWU delegation, headed 
up by general president John 
Carroll. Carroll has 
spearheaded the Irish trade 
union movement’s collaboration 
with Fianna Fail through the 

ional Plan. 
Nee also co-architect of the 
stitch-up merger proposals of the 
ITGWU and the FWUL. 
Not that the Pure lacked 

ric and theatricals. 
A Spring sang a 
Massachusetts wool strikers smg 
and read a poem by Dylan 


Thomas. 
He criticised Ben Dunne—but 


othing to say about how the 
ha one a isency and O’Brien 
workers might organise to save 


their jobs. 


Health spokesman Brendan 
Howlin suggested action in the 
courts against “‘illegal’’ health 
charges. 

He neglected to point out that 
it was the Labour-Fine Gael 
Coalition which introduced 
hospital charges. 

Everybody thought that poverty 
was a bad thing and the coming of 
VAT to food and transport in 1992 
(remember who put VAT on chil- 
dren’s clothes? That’s right, the 
Coalition) would make matters 
worse. 


CONSENSUS 


Deputy leader Barry Desmond 
proposed that he and Spring urge 


We Think 


Haughey to try for a consensus to 
avoid hardship for the poor and 
underprivileged. 

Just a few months ago it looked 
as though the Left was unstopp- 
able and there was no going back 
to the bad old days of Coalition. 

But with comparative ease and 
surprisingly little controversy, the 
Right have regained the initiative. 


Irish Labourism has been 
made respectable again as it 
combs the middle ground for a 
few more votes. Spring is pre- 
paring the way for some future 
coalition bargain. 


We should not be surprised by 
this turn of events. 
Parties like the Labour Party 


Defend Militant 


THE Tralee conference voted 
to expel Militant from the 
Labour Party. 

Instead of leading a fight 
against the National Plan and 
Ireland’s Green Tories of 
Fianna Fail, Spring and the rest 
of the Labour Right have 
launched a witchhunt against 
socialists in the Labour Party. 

The Socialist Workers 
Movement has important dif- 
ferences of opinion with Mili- 
tant. F gh 

In particular we believe it is 
mistaken to imagine that the 
Labour Party can be trans- 
formed into a genuine, fight- 
ing, socialist party. ee 

We believe that socialists 
should fight outside the 
Labour Party. 

Also we sharply disagree 
with Militants neutrality on the 
North. 

We believe it is the duty of 
socialists to condemn the 
sectarian Northern state and 
defend the.right of anti- 
imperialists to fight it, what- 
ever other disagreements we 


have with those anti- 
imperialists. 

However Spring and Co did 
not initiate expulsions of Mili- 
tant because of their views on 
the North. 

They are being witchhunted 
because as socialists they 
have stood up to the rightward, 
anti-socialist moves of the 
Labour leadership. 

Despite Spring’s claims to 
the contrary, Militant is being 
expelled for their socialist 
views. 

A vigorous socialist wing is 
proving too much of an em- 
barrassment to the leadership 
as they prepare the ground for 
another Coalition. 

We defend the right of Mili- 
tant to belong to the Labour. 
Party. Labour Party members 
must organise in their defence. 

At meetings of trade unions 
affiliated to the Labour Party 
the question must be raised 
and motions condemning the 
expulsions moved. 

Leading figures in Militant 
have made it clear that they 


Start out from the proposition that 
it is possible to reform capitalism 
so that workers get a better deal. 

The means to do this lie in the 
parliamentary institutions that 
capitalism itself has created to 
serve its interests. 


PASSIVE 


Winning votes and manoeuvring 
in the Dail replaces organising 
working people to fight for their 
Own power. 

Labourism regards workers as 
the passive victims of capitalism, 
not as the people with the power to 
smash exploitation and oppression. 

When workers take action to 
defend their jobs, to fight im- 


still see their future in the 
Labour, Party. 

They argue that socialists 
should join the Labour party 
and “force Spring to the left” 
to overturn the expulsions. 


But there is another road to 
expending all your efforts in 
internal and ultimately self- 
defeating wrangles with 
bureaucrats bent on your des- 
truction. 

We in the SWM believe that 
an open, revolutionary party 
must be built outside the 
Labour Party that fights re- 
formism, Fianna Fail, for 
women’s rights and against 
imperialism in the North. 

We would be happy to 
discuss with Militantand other 
socialists in the Labour Party 
this question. 

And we would be happy to 
debate in public our dif- 
ferences, such as on the 
Labour Party and the North. 

In the meantime, we stand 
shoulder to shoulder against 
the witchhunters. 
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STAGG - OUT 


perialism or to struggle for 
women’s rights, they risk 
frightening Labour’s middle class 
supporters. 

Labour can’t risk openly 
identifying with a fighting min- 
ority lest they lose the support of 
passive workers, 

Labourism is about managing 
capitalism and manipulating public 
opinion. 


Compromise, manoeuvre, 
diplomatic phrases that mean all 
things to all people, consensus and 
coalition are the stock in trade of 
the successful Labourite. 

The internal life of Labour 
Parties reflect these priorities. 
Personal loyalty and ambition, 
schemes and fudges cooked up 
behind closed doors in shadowy 
committee rooms and infinitely 
elastic backbones are the smail 
change of party life. 


In a party which contains all 
strands of opinions, which tries 
to represent the backward as 
well as the advanced workers, 
which attempts to find the lowest 
common denominator, the wily 
bureaucrat will always hold the 
trump cards. 


Convinced socialists may be 
encouraged at one time for their 
activism and enthusiasm, only at 
the next to be reigned in and » 
threatened with expulsion. 

Here, in Britain and among the 
Socialist Parties of Europe and 
beyond, all the experience dem- 
onstrates that reformist parties 
cannot be captured by fighting 
socialists and transformed into an 
instrument for smashing capital- 
ism. 

Instead they always remain a 
graveyard of illusions and an 
alternative government for when 
the bosses get into trouble and 
need a left face. 

The future for socialists lies in 
the construction of a working 
class, openly revolutionary party 
in opposition to the reformists. 


ip N 


l I i if hi 


ZIMBABWE: 


AT 


10 


il 
if bal 


NA 


l A 


hi 


| 


A 


Ten years after 
Lancaster House 


THE TOP tune in the Zimbabwean hit parade is 


Thomas Mapfuma and 


his band with a ditty 


called “Corruption in High Places”. 

lf art and culture is the reflection of what 
people feel and talk about then this particular 
song hits the nail on the head. 


The front pages of 
both national and local 
papers at the moment 
are full of a scandal 
called ‘‘Willowgate’’. 
Government ministers, 
among others, are being 
questioned in a public 
enquiry about their role 
in the sale of trucks at 
highly inflated prices on 
the black market. 


One of the people also 
being questioned is a white 
farmer, Padraig Lendrim, who 
received $60,000 Zim. for 
resale of a truck officially 
priced at $21,000 Zim. 

In Mutare last week a senior 
Assistant Commissioner of 
Police shot himself dead at a time 
when he was under investigation 
for fraud and corruption. 

These are symptoms of the 
underlying crisis of a newly ac- 
quired but limited independence 
which is failing to meet expect- 
ations. 

Zimbabwe raised new hopes 
throughout the world with its 
liberation struggle in the 1960s 
and 1970s that socialism could be 
built in at least one African 
country. 

There was great heroism dis- 
played by the fighters of Zapu 
and Zanu, just like the MPLA in 
Angola and Frelimo in Mozam- 
pique bore them, in the struggle 
to build a new society out o 
horrors of a colonial past. What 
has happened to the dreams of 
the survivors of the Chimurenga 
(national liberation struggle) 

The preat MP for Mutare 
Urban, Edgar Tekere, himself a 
former Chimurenga fighter, has 
openly accused the government 
of corruption and has said there 
are Mafia threatening him 
and others for being opposed to 


Tekere has also accused the 
government of trying to censor 
the press. For his pains Tekere 
has already been expelled from 
the ruling -PF. He refused to 
appeal against his expulsion on 

grounds that this would in- 
volve him apologising. 

_ Before he walked out of par- 
liament last week he called on 
everyone to defend democracy 
which he said had gone beyond 
the “‘intensive care unit’’ and 
was now “‘in the mortuary’’, He 
is opposed to Robert Mugabe’s 
one-party state. 

„„Mugabe has drawn up a 
leadership code’’ to try to stop 
the corruption and to try and 
make socialism more than an 
aspiration. 
code places a certain limit 
on alge i property. 

But the housing allowance 
alone for ministers is much 
higher than the average wage 

i ti al 

i e in the rural areas 

ingee in some of the a 

: aps are still living in little 

So is socialism possible now or 
was socialism i i 
aer possible at indep- 

There is no doubt that the vic- 


tory of Zapu and Zanu was a de- 
feat for imperialism world-wide 
and particularly for white rule in 
Africa. South Africa was forced 
to pull out its troops when it saw 
the inevitable defeat of the Smith 


regime, 
ut for all that it did not result 
in socialism because (a) the 
attempt was based on the false 
notion that socialism in one 
country is possible and (b) the 
struggle was not led by the 
working class in the interests of 
the working class. 

Firstly, there was already evi- 
dence for the country which 
experienced the first working 
class revolution in history, 
Russia, that socialism could not 
be sustained if it remained con- 
fined within national borders. 

“Socialism in one country’’ in 
Russia resulted in the counter- 
revolution of Stalinism with all 
its barbarity. China, which also 
followed the Stalinist model, is 
now firmly state capitalist, with 
increasing elements of free 
market capitalism. 


POWER 


Similarly countries like Cuba 
and Nicaragua, whilst concen- 
trating power in the hands of the 
state, have nothing to do with 
workers’ self rule, the acid test 
for whether the basis for social- 
ism has been laid. 

Secondly, althouth workers 
through the trade unions in 
Zimbabwe had been in leading 
roles in establishing both Zapu 
(Soviet Union support) and 
Zanu-PF (Chinese People’s 
republic support), when indep- 
endence came it was the black 
bourgeoisie who took control of 

overnment and moved to 
introduce laws severely restric- 
ting the right to strike. 
members of the South 
African Militant have been ex- 
pelled for intervening in union 
affairs. All of this is not sur- 
prising since even the left wing 
within Zanu-PF were agreed that 
Zimbabwe would have to go 
through a capitalist stage before 
socialism could be built. 

The heated arguments were 
over how long this period would 

t 


ast. 

None saw the possibility of 
fighting, for socialism at the 
same time as fighting for 
national liberation. Hence the 
leadership was handed to the 


Pre-Independence brutality from Smith's cavalry 


black bourgeoisie on a plate. 

Many observers have seen the 
explanation for the failed revo- 
lution in he fact that the guerilla 
fighters were being forced out of 
their bases in Mozambique and 
Zambia. 

They were no longer able to 
sustain the Chimurenga and were 
therefore forced to sign the 
Lancaster House agreement with 
Britain which ended white rule. 

This agreement gave very 
favourable terms to the white 
farmers and industrialists. 

This is to misunderstand. 

The real explanation is that 
where national liberation 
struggles are led by the bour- 
geoisie, it is the bourgeoisie who 
establish their rule afterwards. 


Any idea that they will then 
make way for socialism is a ser- 
ious and dangerous illusion, 
whatever the aspirations may be. 

Unless the working class 
through its own organisations 
fights for leadership within the 
struggle there can be no chance 
of real socialism—the emancip- 
ation of the working class by the 
working class—even being 
placed on the agenda. 

We saw it happen in Ireland 
with De Valera’s pronouncement 
that ‘“‘Labour must wait’’. 

Zimbabwe is integrated into 
world capitalism as a largely raw 
materials producing country. 
Within that framework it has 
made some real gains helped 
ironically by the fact that some 
industry was established during 
the Smith period of UDI when 
sanctions were placed against the 
country. 

Like the industries established 
behind the ‘“‘economic war’’ 
sanctions in 1930s Ireland, these 
have survived and continue to 
thrive. Road and rail transport is 
good by the standards of sur- 
rounding countries and those 
roads that are there would put 
Ireland’s to shame, so well sur- 
faced and clean are they. 

There are thriving agricultural, 
rain, beef and dairying in- 
lustries and the country is self- 

sufficient in food even in drought 


@ 


ars. ; 
ere is export of best quality 
beet to the BEC. There is a 
building boom at the moment 
with Sisks, Laings and all the 
usual names involved. 

This however 1S aay 

red by a severe shortage 0: 
eat because the output of the 
two cement factories in Harare 
and Bulawayo is restricted by 
ancient equipment. : 

There a lack of foreign 
exchange to either buy new 
capital equipment or to import 
cement. 

Thete has been a huge growth 
in population since, indepen- 
dence, from 7 million to 10 
million, and the secondary school 

opulation has grown from under 
50:000 to over half a million in 
less than ten years, despite the 
fact that it is still fee-paying. 

Zimbabwe plays a leading role 
in SADCC, the economic union 
for the front line states yet it has, 


adopted a go-it-alone policy for 
piece generation and pro- 
poses to build its own dam even 
though Zambia has a 40 per cent 
surplus of electricity from the 
Kariba dam. F 

There are constant remind- 
ers of the nearness of the racist 
state of South Africa. 

Zimbabwe, a land-locked 
country, is forced to direct 70-80 
per cent of its imports and ex- 
ports through South Africa. 

The racist regime in South 
Africa backs the MNR guerillas 
in Mozamboque which makes it 
difficult to use the nearest port, 
Beira in northern Mozambique. 

Zimbabwe is thus forced to 
maintain 12,000 troops in 
Mozambique to support the badly 
battered Frelimo government in 
Ree and to keep a check on the 


Zimbabwean television regul- 
arly reports arms finds and mili- 
tary successes against the MNR 
but yet they continue to make 
raids across the border into 
Zimbabwe. 

MNR retain at least some 
popular support because of the 
reported brutality of the Frelimo 
army. The Frelimo government, 
badly battered by war, starvation 
and virtual siege from South 
Africa, is therefore highly de- 

endant for its continued ex- 

istence on the assistance of 
comparatively better placed 
Zimbabwe. 

But when the most powerful 
force in the whole region, the 


black working class of South ° 


Africa, rises to its feet, socialism 
will again appear to be possible 
to achieve. 

SEAMUS DE BLACA 


Internaulona 


SOVIET dockers blacked a Russian nuclear-powered 
container ship last month. — avers days 
evmorput, spent sev . 

To ents anchor aiter workers. at the D ; 
Far Eastern ports of Magadam and Vostochny refused 
hips : 

Oe es finally commissioned last year after 


in conditions of top secrecy. 
Aner ihe Brion Soviet authorities cancelled a planned 


sister-ship. : 


Aquino cuts for IMF 


CORIE AQUINO’S “reforming” government inthe 
Philippines has launched an austerity drive. 

With international debis of $28 billion, the Manila 
government got approval last month from the 
International Moneiary Fund for a service cutiing 
programme. 
The IMF will lend another $1.3 billion to pay the : 
interest on existing debt and Aquino will attack public 
spending and privatise siate-owned corporations. 


Texas banks crash 


US STATE and Federal regulators shut down three 
more Texas banks, bringing to 20 the number of banks 
that have failed in the state in the first ten weeks of 
1989. 

Since the Crash of October 1987, there has been a 
Steady collapse of many US domestic banks and 
building societies. ae 

Texas accounts for 20 of the 29 banks that have failed’ 
throughout the USA this year. 


Allies threaten 
Berlin 


meee 
nternationa 


oclal demo 
t dom 
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ARGARET That- 
cher has made 
ne clear her distaste 


for the Protestant com- 
munity’s “unconstitution- 
al” opposition to the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement. 

Protestant determination 
to block any move seen as 
being in the direction of a 
united Ireland is regarded 
as a nuisance by the 
Tories, now that they want 
to be on good terms with 
Haughey and the Southern 
ruling class. 


Unionists are urged by Thatcher _ 


to accept the authority of the 
House of Commons at Westmin- 
ster and not to take to the streets in 
opposition to the Agreement. 

Thatcher. as usual. is being hypo- 
critical. For in the years before part- 
ition, when Protestants were arming to 
keep the north eastern counties in the 
Union, the Tories were involved up to 
the hilt in helping the Ulster Volunteer 
Force to fight Home Rule. 

Irish Home Rule was a major issue 
in British politics in the early part of 
the century- : 

The 1910 generai election gave the 
Irish Karlament y Party the balance 
of power in the House of Commons 
—a further generai election repro- 
duced this result. 

The Liberal government. therefore, 
had to try to bring about some 
measure of Home Rule in order to re- 
tain the support of Parnell and the 
Irish Parliamentary Party. 


Pp arnell, in return, had 


helped the Liberals 
to solve the “land 


roblem” in Ireland by 
promising to uphold Brit- 
ish “Iaw and order” on the 
land and assist the rep- 
ression of the Land 


League. : 
the third Home Rule Bill 


Protestant determination “a nuisance” 


by LINDA MOORE 


was introduced by the 
Liberal government in 
April 1912. The Tories 
were enraged. 

Ireland was part of the British 
Empire—to lose it would strike a 
blow at the very heart of imperial- 
ism. Economically, Ireland (and 
particularly Belfast) was important 
to British capitalism. 

Furthermore, the Protestant Ascen- 
dancy in Ireland was an integral part 
of the landed aristocracy which had 
governed England until the close of 
the 19th century and was still power- 
ful. Irish Home Rule would further 
weaken what was left of their political 
influence. 

The Tories, together with some sec- 
tions of the Liberal Party, were 
determined to assist those forces in 
Ireland who were opposing Home 
Rule—the Unionists in the North. 

And they didn’t care whether that 
opposition was ‘‘constitutional’’‘or 
‘unconstitutional’. When the 
interests of their class were at stake 
they were prepared to use whatever 
methods were necessary to defend 
them. 


Lord Salisbury put the position 
clearly: ‘‘On Tory principles the case 
presents much that is painful, but no 

erplexity whatever, Ireland must be 
rae by persuasion if possible, if not 
by force.’ 

Tory leader Bonar Law agreed, 
telling a Unionist rally in July 1912; 
“I can imagine no length of resistance 
to which Ulster can go in which I 
should not be prepared to support 
them, and in which, in my belief, they 
would not be supported by the over- 
whelming majority of the British 
people.’ 

Bonar Law bluntly declared that 
even if Home Rule was passed by a 
majority in the House of Commons 
and it was resisted by Unionists in the 
north they would have the ful! support 
of the Conservative Party. 

Tory warnings that they would 
oppose Home Rule using vioient 
methods were not empty talk. 


Lord Amery, Conservative MP for 
South Birmingham, worked with the 
British League for the Support of 
Ulster and the Union. 

The League enrolled 10,000 mem- 
bers ‘‘mostly for the purpose of going 
over to Ulster to join the volunteers if 
it came to actual fighting’’. 

Amery himself argued that what 
was needed was an organisation which 
would paralyse the activities of the 

overnment in England before Home 
Rule could be implemented in Ireland 

The British League assisted the 
UVF in gun-running and in recruiting 
English officers for the force. 


olonel Hickman, one 

of their leading 

members, publicly 
announced in November 
1913 that he was buying 
rifles for Ulster and that he 
had interviewed 26 officers 
who wanted to go to the 
north at their own expense 
to serve without pay. 


Tory leader Bonar Law 
sympathised with the League’s 
activities providing they weren’t 
openly linked with the Con- 
servative Party. 

The UVF depended on the Brit- 
ish ruling class for much of its 
financial support: Lord Rothschild, 
Lord Iveagh and the Duke of Bed- 
ford gave around £10,000 each. 
Rudyard Kipling, the Empire poet, 
donated £30,000. 

Even the British Army was prepared 
to defy the government over the Home 
Rule question. In March 1914 army 
regiments based at the Curragh camp 
in the south were ordered on 
manoeuvres to the north. 

Fifty officers mutinied—refusing to 
act against the Unionists. The crisis 
was only overcome by the government 
assuring the officers that in future they 
would not be called upon to ‘‘en- 
force’’ the Home Rule Bili on 
“Ulster”. 

The lessons of the Home Rule crisis 
for socialists are clear. Thatcher and 
the ruling class are keen on presentin; 
themselves as the champions o 
democracy. 

They are liars. 

When it suits them the ruling class 

are prepared to defy the elected 
government, using violence if 
necessary, to defend their own 
interests. 
And those who believe that the army 
in any capitalist state is completely 
under the control of parliament are 
mistaken. The Curragh incident shows 
that the army wili act on behalf of the 
ruling class against the government in 
times of crisis. 


There is another aspect of the anti- 
Home Rule campaign which is of 
interest to socialists in Ireland today. 
That is the cross-class nature of 
Unionism. 

The Tories were firmly behind the 
Unionist campaign. Edward Carson, 
Ian Paisley’s hero, is a good example 
of a Tory who led working class Pro- 
testants in their defiance of Home 
Rule and yet was viciously anti- 
working class in his political views. 


“On Tory principles the 
case presents much that 
is painful but no perplexity 
whatsoever. Ireland must 
be kept, by persuasion if 
possible, if not by force” 
—Lord Sainsbury 


Carson was appointed Solicitor 
General in the Tory government of 
1900. In 1894 he had voted against a 
reduction in miners’ hours. 

In 1900 Carson led the Tory 
opposition to the Trades Disputes 
Act which sought to restore to trade 
unions the right to picket without 
being sued. He also, in 1908, voted 
against the introduction of old age 
pensions. 

Carson did not restrict his react- 
ionary behaviour to economic issues. 
He was against any move fo increase 
democracy in government—he op- 
posed the proposal that MPs should be 
paid a salary and also voted against 
the abolition of plural voting (by 
which businessmen had more votes 
than anyone else). 


arson was 

motivated more by 

ruling class greed 
than by loyaity to Britain. 
He warned that if the Brit- 
ish parliament did not give 
Unionists what they 
wanted they would turn to 
the German Kaiser. 

Despite Carson’s record. 
the Protestant working 
class accepied him as 
leader of the campaign to 
“keep Ulster British”. 

In 1914, when Ramsay 
MacDonald argued that Protestants 
were being duped by the Tories, a 
group of Protestant trade unionists 
replied: “How can you think we 
hold our lives so cheap as io 
become catspaws or dupes of any 
class or section of the 
community?” 

In one sense those trade unionists 
were right. Working class Protestants 
were not simply the dupes of the 
ruling class. They were, and still are, 
given margina! privileges over 


Catholics in return for their loyalty to 
the Empire. 
__ Nevertheless, working class disuni 
in the North has meant that althoug 
they are better off than Catholics, 
Protestants are worse off than workers 
in Britain. 

There was another reason wh 
Protestants were so hostile to irish 
Home Ruie. 


any Protestant 
workers know that 
they have been 


used by the British ruling 
class. 


tatter 


LET OUR FLAG 


RUN OUT STRAIGHT JA 
IN THE WIND, 


A ioyalist broadsheet 
complained, “The loyalist 
people have certainly paid 
a heavy price for the 
privilege of being British... 
our sacrifices in two world 
wars and our service to 
British count for nothing 
when the chips are down. 
We are being used in a 
dirty political game by 
those whom we depend 
on.” 


The tragedy is that when Pro- 
testant workers burnt Margaret 
Thatcher’s effigy, during an anti- 
Anglo Irish protest outside 
Belfast’s city hall, they did so for 
the wrong reasons. 

The truth is that they have been 
used just as much by their own 
Unionist leadership as by the British 
ruling class. 

Now, however, Protestant workers 
at Shorts and Harland and Wolff are in 
dispute with Thatcher for the right 
reason—because she is taking away 
their jobs. 

They should remember in this 
struggle that they will continue to be 
sold out by their Unionist leaders who 
have different class interests from 
themselves. 

The history of the anti-Home Rule 
campaign shows that Protestant 
workers have been used by both the 
British and Unionist ruling classes 
when it suits them but their class 
interests are still fundamentally 
opposed. 

lt is this contradiction which means 
that the Tories who thanked Protestant 
workers for defending the Empire in 
1914 are the same Tories who are 
throwing them out of work in 1989. 


The only form of Irish indepen- 
dence which was on offer at the time 
was that of a bourgeois capitalist 
united Ireland. 

Such a set-up had nothing to offer 
Protestant workers—indeed they cor- 
rectly feared that they might well be 
materially worse-off under this 
arrangement. 

The only sort of united Ireland 
which might have appealed at least to 
a sizeable minority of the Protestant 
working class would have been a 
socialist republic—an Ireland con- 
trolled by all of the workers in the 
country. 

That Ireland is still not being 
offered to Protestant workers by the 
republican movement but it is Some- 
thing which socialists must fight for. 
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of events. 


With these see- 
ming contradictions 
what, then, is the 
Marxist attitude to 
religion? 

The first point is 
that socialists stand 
absolutely firm 
against attempts 
anywhere in the. 
world, West or East, 
to oppress or per- 
secute people on 
account of their rel- 
igion. 

We support the 
right of any individual 
to profess and prac- 
tice any religion, or 
no religion at all. 

We see it as a pri- 
vate decision, not 
one to be dictated by 
the state or any 


group. 


Most Marxists, 
however, are atheists 
because there is a 
basic contradiction 
between religious 
faith and socialist 
conviction. Philo- 
sophically, the Marx- 
ist outlook is a mat- 
erialist one. 

It holds that the 
ideas in people’s 
heads, including re- 
ligious ideas, are 
rooted in and are a 
response to the 
material social con- 
ditions of their lives. 

So that, god didn’t 
create human beings 
in his own “image 
and likeness” but 
rather humanity 
created god—differ- 
ent gods depending 
on their concrete 
social situations. 
Like magic, religion 
has its origins in 
humanity’s inabllity 
to control nature. 

The very roots of 
religion have been 
traced back to the 


SOCIALISTS AND 
RELIGIOUS BELIEF 


IN almost every part of the world, religion has had an 
influence on, and has sometimes dominated, the course 


On occasion it has supported the oppressed (for 
example in Nicaragua and Poland) while at others it has 
hindered the course of class struggle, as with the 
Catholic Church’s involvement in the anti-divorce and 
anti-abortion campaigns in this country. 


advance of society 
from food gathering 
to the agricultural 
Stage and with it the 
beginnings of a class 
society. 

In the type of class 
society we live in: 
today—capitalism— 
people are denied 
control over their 
own labour, the 
products of that la- 
bour, and as a result 
are ultimately de- 
prived of effective 
control of almost 
every aspect of their 
lives. 

Their response to 
this has frequently 
been to project their 
wish to control thelr 
destiny on to some 
supernatural being 


they have created 
who is completely 
omnipotent. 

The Inequalities 
and countless hard- 
ships they encounter 
in this world will be 
obliterated in the 
imaginary afterlife 
where, as Joe Hill put 
it, “there'll be pie in 
the sky when you 
die”. This Illusion 
actually serves to 
make people passive, 
because such a view 
means that there Is 
no point in fighting to 
change and improve 
conditions In the here 
and now. ; 

Instead we post- 

one it In the 
‘knowledge”’ that 
eventually “the meek 
shall inherit the 
earth”. 

Religion has be- 
come an ideological 
weapon in the hands 
of the ruling class, 
encouraging sub- 
mission to their laws, 
which by implication 


are god’s laws which 
leave them unopen to 
question and chal- 
lenge. 

However, religion 
doesn’t always have 
such a clearcut 
reactionary role. 
` In order to retain its 
hold on people’s 
thinking it must be 
flexible and adapt- 
able. 


Because of this it 
has often allied itself 
with the poor and 
with popular move- 
ments of oppressed 
groups. 

The growth of Lib- 
eration Theology in 
Central and South 
America Is an exam- 
ple of this. 


And because the 
consciousness of the 
oppressed has been 
dominated by religion 
for centuries, re- 
bellious movements 
often tend to spon- 
taneously acquire a 
religious colouration. 


The prominence of 
Islamic fundament- 
alism in the fight 
against imperialism 
in Iran Is a case in 
point. 

Despite the 
strength and pre- 
valence of religious 
Ideas It isn’t Impos- 
sible to combat them. 

Because Marxism 
explains ideas as 
products of material 
conditions rather 
than*vice versa, it 
follows that when 
workers challenge 
conditions they have 
previously endured 
or taken for granted, 
the relevant ideas are 
also challenged and 
often refuted. 


Capitalism itself 
creates the condi- 
tions of class conflict 
which open workers’ 
minds to ideas which 
are quite opposed to 
those which the sys- 
tem has taught them. 

In such situations 
where workers exper- 
lence their own real 

ower they will no 

onger need the 
Ideological crutch of 
a substitute power. 


With genuine rev- 
olution and the vic- 
tory of world social- 
ism will come the 
gradual withering 
away of religious 
ideas. 

GER TUOHY 


HE IDEA that 
Russia is in 
some sense 


“socialist” or at leasta 
more progressive form 
of society than exists 
in the West has had a 
profoundly damaging 
effect on the Left 
throughout the world. 
For some this meant 
arguing that the barbar- 
ism of the gulags and 
repression of the secret 
police were all CIA 
propaganda. 

Larger numbers saw the lack 
of democracy and the existence 
of a privileged bureaucracy in the 
Soviet Union as a small blemish 
that would aisappenr with time. 

In any event the identification 
of “‘socialism’’ with a regime 
over which where the mass of 
workers have no control is com- 
plete opposite of Marx. 

He argued that the emancip- 
ation of the working class is the 
act of the working class. 

Glastnost has destroyed some 
old illusions but created some 
new ones. 

„It is no longer possible to 
simply deny the reality of 
Stalin’s despotism when official 
historians now record some of 
the essential facts. 

It is impossible to claim that 
the system is democratic when 
Gorbachev himself at last 
year’s special party conference 
described the Supreme 
Soviet—the supposed pinnacle 
of Russian democracy—as a 
bureaucratic rubber stamp 
when proposing its 
replacement by the new 
‘‘Congress’’. 

But for many on the Left the 
promise of reforms represents the 

‘completion’’ of revolution, a 
renewal undertaken by the 
leaders of the very bureaucracy 
who yesterday were filling the 


jails with dissidents. ` 

A book recently written by 
Tariq Ali (Revolution From 
Above, published by Hutchinson) 
coherently argues the case that 
Gorbachev's reforms represent a 
move towards socialism. 

Ali writes: ‘‘Gorbachev rep- 
resents a progressive, reformist 
current within the Soviet elite, 
whose programme, if successful, 
would represent an enormous 
gain for socialists and democrats 
ona world scale. 


RESERVE 


“In order to pre 
] i serve the 
Soviet Union, Gatnchsy needs 


to complete the political - 
lution (which is Aane U 
way) « based on an abolition of 
ae Wes On which the 
power of the ureaucracy rests 
e abolition of the bureaucratic 


caste ... is vital to i 
Seen Gorbachev’, 


s words a 
mood which af. 
socialists, fects many 


Large numbers of sociali 
: S 
in the West seeing the dee 
in workers’ mugg the 


e reformers, 


e prioriti i 
class reformers, Baets and yig 


The reformin; Mi 
é Oscow 
boss Boris Yeltsin was threo to 


the wolves, Ali writes: ‘‘It is an 
open question whether the 
relationship of forces within the 
Pees would have enabled 

orbachev to do anything else.” 

The inference is that when, for 
example, Gorbachev denounces 
nationalist movements among the 
Soviet Union’s non-Russian 
nationalities; he should not be 
opposed because ‘‘If Gorbachev 
succeeds ...”’ in his reforming 
programme, ‘‘the socialist 
Project will have achieved an 
enormous boost.’’ 

And the implication of this line 
of argument is masses of Es- 
tonian workers demanding an 
end to Russian domination ought 


not to embarrass Gorbachev. 
Ali and others are led down 
this road because they believe 
that Russia is a fundamentally 
different from the Western 


capitalist ies, tha 
USSR aa arian, 
transition weialism’ 
He regis the 
bureaucrayiquite ur 
ruling claswit the W 
stead it isi 2arrow | 
elite of put state o 
which dws not i 
‘manages aithe like 


BABONI 


“ft is maieba whi 

t have ahne of it 
is notaí atity, a} 
force.” 


jails with dissidents. ` 

A book recently written by 
Tariq Ali (Revolution From 
Above, published by Hutchinson) 
coherently argues the case that 
Gorbachev’s reforms represent a 
move towards socialism. 

Ali writes: “Gorbachev rep- 
resents a progressive, reformist 
current within the Soviet elite, 
whose programme, if successful, 
would represent an enormous 
gain for socialists and democrats 
on a world scale. 


RESERVE 


**In order to preserve the 
Soviet Union, Gorbachev needs 
to complete the political revo- 
lution (which is already under- 
way) ... based on an abolition of 


ower of the bureaucracy rests. 
The abolition of the bureaucratic 
caste ... is vital to Gorbachey’s 
success.” 

Tariq Ali was a trotskyist stu- 
dent leader in Britain in the 
sixties. He regards himself as a 
marxist and puts into words a 
mood which affects many 
socialists. 

Large numbers of socialists 
in the West seeing the decline 
in workers’ struggles over the 

ast decade have lost their faith 
in the capacity of working class 
people to change the world, 

And if workers can’t change 
society, we have to back some 
supposed reforming current 
within the ruling order. And the 
consequence of that is to demand 
that workers adapt themselves to 
the priorities of the reformers, 

And the priorities of ruling 
class reformers, and West, ig 
to preserve the system—with re- 
forms if possible, without if 

ecessary. 

S Before last year’s speci arty 

conference, Gorbachey elt it 

necessary to offer concessions 0 

the conservative bureaucrats in 
order to win over a majortiy of 
the delegates. 

The reforming Moscow party 
poss Boris Yeltsin was thrown to 


the wolves. Ali writes: ‘‘It is an 
open question whether the 
relationship of forces within the 

olitburo would have enabled 

orbachev to do anything else.” 

The inference is that when, for 
example, Gorbachev denounces 
nationalist movements among the 
Soviet Union’s non-Russian 
nationalities, he should not be 
opposed because “Tf Gorbachev 

cceeds ...”” in his reforming 
SE ‘the socialist 
Cae ave achieved an 


Ali and others are | 
4 ed do 
is feed because they believe 
i Ussia is a fundamentally 
erent from the Western 
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capitals states, that ‘‘the 
USSR is a proletarian state in 
transition to socialism’’. 

He regards the ruling 


bureaucracy as quite unlike the 
ruling classes of the West. In- 
stead it is a “narrow political 
elite of party and state officials’’ 
which does not include 
“managers andthe like’”, 


BACKBONE 


“Jt is an amoeba which does 
not have a backtone of its own, it 
is not a formed entity, a historical 


force.” 


: it relies th 
This means i T on the 
workers to sust®n it, It does not 
have the power to hit ordinary 
g’ lives, On the scale of 


vores A and Other capitalist 


governments‘‘. 

So as it saw the country facing 
growing ong term problems in 
the early eighties ‘‘a section of 
the apparatus’ had no choice but 
to reach out and ‘‘mobilise 
support from below’’. 

o do so it had to ‘‘demo- 
cratise’’ the party. But this in 
turn allows the mass of workers 
to “‘participate’’ in running the 
country, since ‘‘more than half 
the party members are workers”’. 

All this means that the ‘‘poli- 
tical revolution’’ from above 
begun by Gorbachev can be 
completed by him, without the 
need for ‘‘civil war, barricades 
and a storming of the Winter 


Palace/Kremlin’’. 


Each step in the argument is 
false, 

Although small—though no 
smaller than western ruling 
classes—the Russian ruling class 
can depend on the backing of the 

rivileged layers below it— 
factory managers, military off- 
icere, police ne asenon civil 

rvants. Just like the capitali 
in de Wenn capitalists 

The Russian ruling class is as 
pampered as its counterparts in 
the West with special schools, 
better health care, party shops 
and holiday areas. 

Such a ruling class does not 
allow its privileges to be taken 
away without a fight. 

And the Russian Communist 
Party is less a workers party than 
Fianna Fail! 

The figures for 1987 show 
only 45.3 per cent of party 
members were classified as 
‘‘workers’’—and that includes 
foremen and full time officials in 
the state trade unions. 

Workers make up only 17 per 
cent of the members of local cell 
committees, while a third of cell 
secretaries have university 
degrees. 

n 1969 91 per cent of party 


Demonstrations 
erupted in 
Armenia a year 


Secretaries at town and distri 
levels had university deaten 
The higher you go, the less 
working class the party com- 
position becomes. 

And it’s not true that the 
regime is incapable of attacking 
the working class like its 
counterparts in the West. 

Between 1928 and 1934 Stalin 
cut workers’ living standards by 
at least a third. In the same years 
collectivisation drove tens of 
millions of peasants from their 
land. 

Five or six million died of 
hunger in the early thirties and 
ten million were thrown into 
slave labour camps. 

More recently there have been 
considerable cuts in workers’ 
living standards in Poland, 
Hungary and Yugoslavia. The 
deputy leader of the official state 
trade union reported last year that 
wages as a proportion of national 
income were among the lowest in 


the world and that 43 per cent of 
Russians live below the poverty 
line. 

There are two fatal flaws in the 
reasoning of socialists who 
believe Gorbachev is a socialist 
reformer. 

The first is their failure to 
recognise that perestoika and 
glastnost is a response by 
Russia’s rulers to a growing 
crisis of state capitalism. 

And the second is to view the 
development of society not from 
the point of view of the clash of 
classes, but in terms of policies 
and attitudes struck by ‘‘great 
men’’ within the ruling order. 

Stalin’s brutality was an 
attempt to create a modern in- 
dustrial power that could 
compete—militarily in the first 
instance—with the major powers 
of the West. 

By stamping out all vestiges of 
workers’ power, squeezing 
workers’ living standards to build 
up the might of the Russian in- 
dustrial state and creating cent- 
ralised, bureaucratic control of a 
command economy, it proved 
possible in the thirties, forties 
and fifties to drag the Soviet 
Union into the twentieth century. 

However, since the sixties, the 
inefficiencies of these methods 
have come more and more to the 
fore. From growth rates typically 
double those of the West in the 
fifties, the Russian economy is 
now stagnating and lagging 
behind its major competitors. 

If that situation persists, the 
existence of the Russian 
empire—from which the 
privileges of its ruling class 
derive—is in question. 

A section of the Russian 
ruling class saw the necessity of 
restructuring the economy. But 
this required stepping on some 
powerful People’s toes. 

More efficient capitalist pro- 
duction requires the closing of 
unprofitable factories, the sack- 
ing of unsuccessful bosses as 
well as workers. 

Any significant re-organisation 
of the Russian economy will 
entail upsetting the cosy 
arrangements of powerful 
regional party bosses and many 
more managers and more junior 
bureaucrats on whose support 
they depend. 

o overcome the fierce resist- 
ance this will provoke, 
Gorbachev has sought to 
mobilise support from intellect- 
uals, newspaper editors and even 


” ‘public opinion’” in support of 


his faction within the ruling 
class. 

The hype surrounding 
glastnost is an attempt to offer a 
measure of political liberalism in 
return for mass support against 
the conservative bureaucrats and 
to sugar the pill of redundancies, 
unemployment, wage cuts and 
speed ups which the introduction 
of internal market mechanisms 


will involve. 

If Gorbachev was 100 per cent 
successful, the Russian economy 
would be better able to compete 
with the West, therefore the 
Russian ruling class’s position 
would be stronger and the mass 
of Russian workers would be 
more subordinate to their ma- 
Sters. 

There is nothing remotely 
“socialist”? or even ‘‘pro- 
gressive” about this. 

Gorbachev’s advisor 
Agabegyan has spelt it out. For 
the economy to get back on 
course it is necessary, he says, 
for bread, meat and dairy prices 
to rise. : 

But he recognises that this 
would in today’s circumstances 

rovoke massive workers’ res- 
istence so it must be deferred for 
“three to four years’. 

In any event, Gorbachev is not 

etting everything his own way. 

e relaxation of central controls 
on the economy has not resulted 
in great improvements 1n 
efficiency but the reverse. 


PROBLEMS 


Moscow Radio reports “*The 
problem of sup lying the popul- 
ation with food has worsened ... 
everything in the economy 1s In 
short supply.” 

The report claims that two 
million square metres less 
housing space than planned has 
be provided; there is a fall in the 
number of pre-schools opened. 
There is a scarcity of footwear, 
clothing, vacuum cleaners, TVs 
and furniture. $ 

The problem is that having 
taken off the central controls, 
local managers find they can 
increase their bonuses by simply 
raising prices or moving pro- 
duction form cheap to expensive 
goods. And this has led to 
scarcity for inputs for other 
industries. 

Official sources reveal that, for 
example, locomotive factories 
are not producing rolling stock of 
the right sort because of 
shortages of inputs. 

Last year 24,000 tons too little 
of gerereeni was produced 
because the chemical industry 
had fail to make the necessary 
raw materials. Cheap soap is 
unavailable in Russia’s shops but 
luxury perfumed soap is pro- 
duced in abundance. 

But more exciting is the fact 
that masses of the people have 
used the opportunity of the 
liberalisation to organise for 
their own demands, not stop- 
ping at merely supporting 
Gorbachev. 

And Gorbachev has dem- 
onstrated his determination to 
keep control of all the protest 
movements. 


Gorbachev’s response to huge 
demonstrations and strikes 1n 
Armenia last year was to send in 
police to imprison without trial 
those who led the actions. 

‘‘Democratisation’’, it seems, 
does not entitle people to 
chalienge Gorbachev’s claim to 
represent them! 

formers within a ruling class 
often open the door to revo- 
lutionary upheavals which they 
themselves do their best to stop. 

And as the flames of working 
class revolt are kindled within 
the Russian empires and 
national minorities rise to 
demand their freedom, it is not 
the job of socialists to back 
their oppressors. 

People who look to existing 
tulers for change in society are 
always overtaken by events. 

Faced with recent 
developments the job of revo- 
lutionaries is to prepare the 
ground for mass based activity 

‘om below—independent of, and 
eventually in frontal opposition 
to, the reformers. 
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governments‘‘. 

So as ld the country facing 
growing long term problems in 
the early cighties 2 section of 
the apparatus” had no choice but 
to reach out and ‘‘mobilise 
support from below’’. 

o do so it had to “‘demo- 
cratise’’ the party. But this in 
turn allows the mass of workers 
to ‘“‘participate’’ in running the 
country, since ‘‘more than half 
the party members are workers”, 


All this means that the ‘‘poli- | 


tical revolution’’ from above 
begun by Gorbachev can be 
completed by him, without the 
need for ‘‘civil war, barricades 
and a storming of the Winter 
Palace/Kremlin’’. 


a step in the argument is 
s 


e. 

Although small—though no 
smaller than western ruling 
classes—the Russian ruling class 
can depend on the backing of the 
priyuceed layers below it— 
tactory managers, military off- 
icers, police and senior civil 
servants. Just like the capitalists 
in the West. 

The Russian ruling class is as 
pampered as its counterparts in 
the West with special schools, 
better health care, party shops 
and holiday areas. 

Such a ruling class does not 
allow its privile es to be taken 
away without a fight. 

A And mhe Russian Communist 
is less a workers party 
Fianna Fail! 

The figures for 1987 show 
only 45.3 per cent of party 
members were classified as 

workers’’—and that includes 


foremen and full time officials in’ 


the state trade unions. 

orkers make up only 17 
cent of the members of local cell 
committees, while a third of cell 


Secretaries hay i i 
degives e university 


n 1969 91 per cent of party 
Demonstrations 
erupted in 
Armenia a year 


secretaries at town and district 
levels had university degrees. 
The higher you go, the less 
working class the party com- 
position becomes, 

And it’s not true that the 
regime is incapable of attacking 
the working class like its 
counterparts in the West. 

Between 1928 and 1934 Stalin 
cut workers’ living standards by 
at least a third. In the same years 
collectivisation drove tens of 
pons of peasants from their 

and. 


Five or six million died of 
hunger in the early thirties and 
ten million were thrown into 
slave labour camps. 

More recently there have been 
considerable cuts in workers’ 
living standards in Poland, 
Hungary and Yugoslavia. The 
deputy leader of the official state 
trade union reported last year that 
wages as a proportion of national 
income were among the lowest in 
the world and that 43 per cent of 
Russians live below the poverty 
line. 

There are two fatal flaws in the 
reasoning of socialists who 
believe Gorbachev is a socialist 
reformer. 

The first is their failure to 
recognise that perestoika and 
glastnost is a response by 
Russia’s rulers to a growing 
crisis of state capitalism. 

And the second is to view the 
development of society not from 
the point of view of the clash of 
classes, but in terms of policies 
and attitudes struck by ‘‘great 
men’’ within the ruling order. 

Stalin’s brutality was an 
attempt to create a modem in- 
dustrial power that could 
compete—militarily in the first 
-instance—with the major powers 
‘of the West. 

By stamping out all vestiges of 
workers’ power, squeezing 
workers’ living stan to build 
up the might of the Russian in- 
dustrial state and creating cent- 
ralised, bureaucratic control of a 
command economy, it proved 
possible in the thirties, forties 
and fifties to drag the Soviet 
Union into the twentieth century. 

However, since the sixties, the 
inefficiencies of these methods 
have come more and more to the 
fore. From growth rates typically 
double those of the West in the 
fifties, the Russian economy is 
now stagnating and lagging 
behind its major competitors. 

If that Situation persists, the 
existence of the Russian 
empire—from which the 
privileges of its ruling class 
derive—is in question. 

A section of the Russian 
ruling class saw the necessity of 
restructuring the economy. But 
this required stepping on some 
powerful peoples toes. 

More efficient capitalist pro- 
duction requires the closing of 
unprofitable factories, the sack- 
ing of unsuccessful bosses as 
well as workers. 

Any significant re-organisation 
of the Russian economy will 
entail upsetting the cosy 
arrangements of powerful 
regional party bosses and many 
more managers and more junior 
bureaucrats on whose support 
they depend, 

o overcome the fierce resist- 
ance this will provoke, 
Gorbachev has sought to 
mobilise support from intellect- 
uals, newspaper editors and even 
“public opinion’ in support of 
his faction within the ruling 
class, 

The hype surrounding 
glastnost is an attempt to offer a 
measure of political liberalism in 
return for mass support against 
the conservative bureaucrats and 
to sugar the pill of redundancies, 
unemployment, wage cuts and 
speed ups which the introduction 
of internal market mechanisms 


will involve. 

If Gorbachev was 100 per cent 
successful, the Russian economy 
would be better able to compete 
with the West, therefore the 
Russian ruling class’s position 
would be stronger and the mass 
of Russian workers would be 
more subordinate to their ma- 
Sters. 

There is nothing remotely 
‘‘socialist’’ or even ‘‘pro- 
gressive” about this. 

Gorbachev’s advisor 
Agabegyan has spelt it out. For 
the economy to get back on 
course it is necessary, he says, 
for bread, meat and dairy prices 
to rise. ; 

But he recognises that this 
would in today’s circumstances 
provoke massive workers’ res- 
istence so it must be deferred for 
“three to four years”. 

In any event, Gorbachev is not 

etting everything his own way. 
The relaxation of central controls 
on the economy has not resulted 
in great improvements in 
efficiency but the reverse. 


PROBLEMS 


Moscow Radio reports ‘“The 
problem of supplying the popul- 
ation with food has worsened ... 
everything in the economy is in 
short supply.” 

The report claims that two 
million square metres less 
housing space than planned has 
be provided; there is a fall in the 
number of pre-schools opened. 
There is a scarcity of footwear, 
clothing, vacuum cleaners, TVs 
and furniture. , 

The problem is that having 
taken off the central controls, 
local managers find they can 
increase their bonuses by simply 
raising prices or moving pro- 
duction form cheap to expensive 
goods. And this has led to 
scarcity for inputs for other 
industries. 

Official sources reveal that, for 
example, locomotive factories 
are not producing rolling stock of 
the right sort because of 
shortages of inputs. 

Last year 24,000 tons too little 
of detergent was produced 
because the chemical industry 
had fail to make the necessary 
raw materials. Cheap soap is 
unavailable in Russia’s shops but 
luxury perfumed soap is pro- 
duced in abundance. 

But more exciting is the fact 
that masses of the people have 
used the opportunity of the 
liberalisation to organise for 
their own demands, not stop- 
ping at merely supporting 
Gorbachev. 

And Gorbachev has dem- 
onstrated his determination to 
keep control of all the protest 
movements. 


Gorbachev’s response to huge 
demonstrations and strikes in 
nenia last year was to send in 
police to imprison without trial 
those who led the actions. 

““Democratisation’’, it seems, 
does not entitle people to 
chalienge Gorbachev’s claim to 
Te) resen ten 

ormers within a ruling class 
often open the door to revo- 
lutionary upheavals which they 
themselves do their best to stop. 

And as the flames of working 
class revolt are kindled within 
the Russian empires and 
national minorities rise to 
demand their freedom, it is not 
the job of socialists to back 
their oppressors. 

People who look to existing 
rulers for change in society are 
always overtaken by events. 

Faced with recent 
developments the job of revo- 
lutionāries is to prepare the 
ground for mass based activity 

om below—independent of, and 
eventually in frontal opposition 
to, the reformers. 
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Rape and the Law 


TWO incidents last month—one in Britain, one in 
Belfast—focused attention on violence against women 
and on controversy about the way the issue is handled in 


the courts. 


At Leeds Crown Court, Judge James Pickles sentenced 
a young woman to seven days’ jail for contempt of court. 
Her offence? She’d been too terrified to go into the 
witness box and give evidence against the man accused 


of assaulting her. 

Feminist groups, 
Labour MPs and 
others expressed 
outrage and de- 
manded that Pickles 
be sacked. 

A few days earlier, 
at the Court of Appeal 
in Belfast, a man 
given life last year for 
rape had his sentence 
reduced to fourteen 


years. 

The Belfast Rape 
Crisis Centre pro- 
tested that this dim- 
inished the serious- 
ness with which the 
courts took rape of- 
fences. 

In both cases the 
anger against the 
court decisions was 
perfectly under- 
standable. 

Women victims of 
physical and sexual 
assault are commonly 
subjected to further 
abuse In the courts In 
both Britain and Ire- 
land while excuses for 
the offenders are not 
just accepted but are 
sometimes made by 
judges. 

Despite this, marx- 
ists do not join in 
demands for higher 
sentences for rape, 
hor do we back cam- 
paigns for the sacking 
of judges like Pickles. 

The reason we take 
this’ line is best ex- 
plained by looking at 
the judicial set-up 
behind the Leeds and 
Belfast decisions. 

(Although it’s the 
British set-up which is 
relevant here, exactly 
the same argument 
can be made in rei- 
ation to the South.) 

Marxists take the 
view that it is not the 
function of the legal 
system to dispense 
justice, fair play and 
So forth; that, on the 
contrary, its function 
-is to defend: the 
existing order of 
things. ` 

And since judges 
preside at the very top 
of the legal system, 
they will tend to ex- 
press in a particularly 
“pure” way the prior- 
ities and prejudices of 
the existing order. 

This is the under- 
lying reason judges 
sometimes appear as 
caricature personific- 
ations of the estab- 
lishment. 

A close look at who 


Judge Pickles 


the judges actually 
are illustrates the 
point. 

Lording it over the 
legal system of Britain 
and the North are ten 
Law Lords. Nine of the 
present ten attended 
expensive public 
schools, eight went 
on to Oxford or Cam- 
bridge. 

Below them are the 
24 judges of the Court 
of Appeal. Of these, 
20 went to public 
schools, 19 to Oxford 
or Cambridge. 

The next tier: con- 
sists of 79 High Court 
judges, of whom 42 
went to posh public 
schools, 53 to Ox- 
bridge. 

It’s at this level that 
we first encounter 
women judges—three 
of them. 

And then there are 
388 Circuit Court 
judges, from exacti 
the same background, 
14 of them women, 
one of them a black. 

All of these judges 
have been recruited 
from the ranks of bar- 
tisters—the tightest 
closed shop in exist- 
ence, excluding all but 
the wealthy. 

It’s obvious from 
this that judges are 
not in any way “rep- 
resentative” of soc- 
lety at large, except in 
the twisted sense that 
the judicial “pyramid” 
reproduces the shape 
of the British ruling 
class with uncanny 


accuracy. 
At the very top, old, 
white men. Only a tiny 


number of women, 
and an even tinier 
number of blacks in 
evidence, and then in 


the lower reaches. 
The working class 


—men, women, black, 
white—are excluded 
altogether. 

This is the structure 
and the system which 
ensures that a poor 
person caught thie- 
ving a few pounds has 
a- good chance of 
being jailed, while it’s 


; almost unknown for a 


rich man caught rip- 
ping off millions to 
see the inside of a 
cell. 


It’s this system 
which sees to it that a 
black person in Brit- 
ain is twice as likely to 
go to prisoh as a 
white person If con- 
victed of the same 
offence. 

And it’s this system, 
too, which results in 
women who have 
suffered abuse run- 
ning a real risk of 
suffering further 
abuse If they go into 
court. 

Marxists, of course, 
won’t lose sleep If 
Judge Pickles is | 
sacked. In fact, we | 
wouldn't be distraught 
if he fell under a bus. | 

But we say that to | 
demand that he be | 
sacked, and another, | 
perhaps more subtle, 
representative of the 
same system be put in 
his place, Is no solu- 
tion to anything. 

Similarly, we say 
that calling on these 
same judges to make 
more use of the power 
they have to hand | 
down sentences will 
not lead to any solu- | 
tion either. 

Indeed, such calls 
tend to blend in with | 
the demands of the 
right-wing “law ’n’ 
order” mob for a. 
crack-down on all | 
sorts of unruly or | 
“deviant” elements. 

“Tougher” courts | 
would not be good 
news for women—or | 
blacks, gays, trade 
unionists etc. | 


The marxist case is 
that if our calls and | 
campaigns aren’t | 
linked into a strategy | 
for confronting the | 
class-divided society | 
of which sexism Is an 
integral part, the 
battle against sexist | 
bigotry will never fin- | 
ally be won. 
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way forward 


THIS year’s conference of the Socialist Workers’ Movement 
took place against a backdrop of continuing world economic’ 
crisis. Of course, there aren’t too many governments who will 


admit this. : 


The Financial Times has waxed lyrical about the 
confidence of the world’s ruling class, claiming that the stock _ 
market crash of ’87 turned out to be “‘the non-event of the 


decade”. : 


Increased world trade and improved gross national 
products certainly reflect the skillful intervention of 
governments to prop up the world’s leading economies. But 
the impossibility of staving off recession indefinitely has — 


gradually dawned on them, and 


avoid “hard landing”. 


IN THE South of Ireland, 


Fianna Fail has convinced 
itself that a £25 billion 
debt, unemployment at 18 
per cent and 40,000 em- 
igrants a year amounts to 
an economic miracle. 

Unfortunately, too many 
people have fallen for the 
myth of a turnaround, 
encouraged by the 
boasting of the trade 
union bureaucracy for its 
part in the Programme for 
National Recovery. 

In reality, all the economic 
indicators reveal just how shallow 
the ‘‘recovery”’ 1s. 

Low inflation merely reflects the 
depression of workers’ spending 

wer; the drop of unemployment 
is attributable to emigration and 
job harassment schemes, and low 
interest rates are a product of high 
investment in government bonds 
by speculators impressed with 
Haughey’s hammering of the 
working class. 

This money and the windfall from 


the tax amnesty has been used to ser- 
vice the national debt rather than 


all the talk now is of how to 


increasing industrial capacity. 

Haughey’s success in forcing cut- 
backs and holding down wage mses 
has only been possible because of the 
low level of confidence among work- 
ers, brought about by a decade of re- 
cession, redundancies and defeats. 

The number of strikes last year ap- 
proached an all-time low and were 
overwhelmingly defensive. 

But a crucial factor ensuring the 
continuation of this state of affairs 
has been the Irish Congress of 
Trade Unions’ collusion with 
Fianna Fail to ‘“‘get the country 
back on its feet”. 

ICTU’S complete unwillingness to 
give a lead has created a mood of 
despair in the unions, illustrated by the 
decision of the Waterford Glass 
workers to accept redundancies and 


company restructuring without a fight. 
The grip of the right has been 
further tightened by sell-outs, the ex- 
pulsion of John Mitchell and the 
thoroughly bureaucratic manoeuvres 
to amalgamate the ITGWU with the 
FWUI to create an undemocratic 
**super union’’. 

down turn in workers’ mili- 
tancy is both reflected and deepened 
by the major left parties. 

Labour has concentrated fire on its 
own left wing so that even Emmet 
Stagg admitted that the left parties 
“were passing up an opportunity to 
grow because they weren’t saying 


anything relevant”. 

The Workers’ Party—trather than 
give a militant lead— have come up 
with the idea of a rainbow alliance 
with, among others, the Catholic 
Church. 

Both parties are operating under 
self-imposed restraints because their 
union officials have become willing 
prisoners of Haughey. 

Nevertheless, the sheer scale of 
government cutbacks and the bosses’ 
offensive guarantees sporadic 
resistance. 

The strong showing of the left in 
Leixlip local election is a case in 
point. And even though strikes are 
rare, they still occur and show a way 
out of the doldrums. 

The successful strike at Premier 
Disposal in Kildare and the brim- 


THE SWM conference 
considered the situation in 
the North, where industrial 
militancy is slightly 
healthier, while the poli- 
tical position remains 
deadiocked. 

Nurses and postal 
workers were involved in 
industry-wide strikes, only 
to be short-changed by the 
bureaucracy. 

Workers at Harland and Wolff 

and Shorts flexed their muscles 
against privadsalion but have yet 
to see the necessity for booting 
bigots like Peter Robinson of the 
DUP out of the campaign, part- 
icularly since the Unionists have 
consistently supported Thatcher’s 
privatisation drive. 
_ Of course, the situation in the North 
is dominated by the twentieth year of 
the deployment British troops. And 
the failure of the armed struggle has 
become all too apparent. 

Gerry Adams, criticising the IRA’s 
mistakes, called on them to be more 


by DOMINIC CARROLL 


ming confidence of the women con- 
tract cleaners in Dublin dem- 
onstrate how the tide of defeats can 
be reversed. 

Elsewhere, the enormous degree of 
opposition to extradition at the time of 
the Ryan case provided an opportunity 
to take on Fianna Fail. 

But the failure of Sinn Fein to 
expose the hypocrisy of Haughey 
meant that he came out the winner, 
with a runaway lead in the opinion 
polls. 

Nationalism can cut both ways and 
will never be the basis for building an 
effective anti-imperialist current. 


careful so as to avoid alienating Sinn 
Fein’s electoral support 

The SWM conference took a dif- 
ferent view. 


While defending the right of the 
Provos to fight, we consider the 
entire strategy—mistakes and 
successes—to be a blind alley. It'll 
take the working class, not a small 
substitutionist elite, to smash the 
Northern state. 


Sinn Fein has recognised its failure 
to break through in the North or gather 
mass suppor in the South. But the 
proposal for a broad anti-imperialist 
alliance is based on the same failed 
nationalist politics. 


_ Blaming the problems workers face 
in the South and women’s oppression 
to British imperialism and the multi- 
nationals as Sinn Fein does, is to cover 
up for the Southern capitalist class and 
its parties—like Fianna Fail. 


The SWM is always keen to unite 
for action with republicans around 
concrete issues, but will continue to 
argue for class politics as opposed to 
the pan-nationalist appeals to Hume, 
Haughey and all the other green 
Tories. 


A 


BUILDING TODAY 


Conference also discussed 
and debated a range of 
other issues, including the 
continuing crisis in Russia 


land how perestroika has 


created a welcome opening 


ifor workers to take on 


Gorbachev and the entire 
Stalinist edifice in Eastern 
Europe; the effects of 1992 
were considered and other 
discussions centred on 
women’s oppression, re- 


formism, students and the | 


unemployed. 

Having arrived at an 
overall assessment of the 
Situation internationally and 
in Ireland, the conference 
turned its attention to the 
question of how we con- 
tinue the job of building a 
viable revolutionary 
socialist movement. 

Because of the dead weight 
of nationalism and reformism, 
this task is necessarily diffi- 
Cult, andis harder stillin the 
current climate. 

But there are always open- 
ings and the SWM has 
managed to make worthwhile 
interventions in strikes and 
campaigns, maintained a high 
profileand achieved a growth 
in membership. 

Of course, in real terms 
were tiny, SO the problem 
facing us is how we get from 
where we are now to where 
we'd like to be. 

Although there are no short 
cuts, one thing we are not is 
pessimistic. The experience of 
the past year demonstrates 
that individuals can be won 
from isolation to our politics. 

The key is to be clear on the 
situation; avoid the pull to the 
right, pursue realistic init- 
latives and through a process 
of steady and consistent ac- 
tivity, we reckon we can 
achieve an organisational 
strength that can make itself 


felt when things start moving’ 


again in Ireland. 
__ The crucial factor is organ- 
isation: Nobody can do any- 
thing on their own. If you 
haven't joined yet, what are 
you waiting tor? 


Dublin Branch 
Vieets 8 p.m. Wed., 


Bachelor Inn pub, 
Bachelor’s Walk 


April Sth: “Is Ireland 
_ ruled by the 
_ multinationals ?” 
Speaker: Catherine 
Curran 


April 12th: “What is 
historical 

= materialism?” 

_ Speaker: Marnie 
Holborrow 


April 19th: “Should 
socialists defend 
Irish culture?” 
Speaker: Kieran 
Allen 


April 26th: Public . 
_ Meeting: “The 
revolutionary ideas 
of Karl Marx’—see 
posters for speaker 
and venue 


May 3rd: “The Roots 
of Racism” ` 


‘Dundalk Branch 


Be Meets 8 p.m. Tues. 
; fortnighily, 
ATGWU, Francis 
Street 


Belfast Branch 


Meets 7.30 p.m. 
Mon., Ulster 
People’s College, 
30 Adelaide Park, 
Belfast (between 
Lisburn Road and 
Malone Road, 
opposite Queen’s 
Elms Halls of 
Residence) 


April 3rd: “The. 
changing working 
class” 


April 10th: “Marxism 
and religion” 


April 17th: “Rosa 
Luxemburg” 


April 24th: 
“Afghanistan: 
Russia’s Vietnam” 


Belfast S.W.S.S. 
Meetings 


Tues, April 18th: 
“The changing 
working class” 

= J'town Students’ 
= Union, Seminar 
Room, 1 p.m. 


Mon, April 24th: 
“The Catholic 
Church and the Left 
in Ireland” QUB 

= Students’ Union, 
= Fitzwilliam Room, 1 
p-m. 


Bray Branch 


Meets every 
second Tues., 
Hibernian Inn, 
Marine Terrace 


April 4th: “West 
Bank and Gaza: 
Israel’s Soweto” 


April 25th: “Will the 
working class fight?” 


Cork Branch 


Meets every 
Monday, Dungloe 


Bar, Waterloo 
Street 


April 4th: “The 


Russian Revolution” 
April 11th: “Should 


socialists defend 
Irish culture?” 


April 18th: “Workers 


and the War of 
Independence” 


April 25th: “New ; 
marxist theories 


For details of 


regular branch 


meetings in 


GALWAY, 
DUNGARVON, 


DERRY, 
PORTLAOISE 


and 
WATERFORD 


contact: 


S.W.M., PO BOX 
1648, Dublin 8. 


Last month’s Labour 
Party conference 
showed any genuine 
socialist why there is 
a need for a 
revolutionary 
alternative. 

The Labour 
Ministers who played 
such a terrible role in 
Coalition were back 
in the saddle. 

Good socialists 
such as the Militant 
group, who had tried 
to change the party, 
were thrown out on 
their ear. 


Instead of real 
political discussion 
on how to organise 
the fight, against 
Fianna Fail, there 
were cheap gimmicks 
from Spring. 

if the future of the 
Irish left is bound up 
with the Labour 
Party, then we are 
indeed condemned to 
a terrible fate. 

Many ask if it is 
possible to build out- 
side the bigger 
reformist parties, 

The experience of 
the SWM over the 
last few years shows 
that it is. 

Branches have 
been formed in towns 
like Bray and 


BOOKS 


AIDS: THE SOCIALIST VIEW 
by Duncan Blackie and 
lan Taylor 


M. BRANCH MEETINGS News om SWM 


Kilkenny where none 
previously existed. 

In the North a 
vibrant presence has 
been built in towns 
like Derry and 
Belfast to challenge 
republican politics. 

Each week the 
SWM meets to 
organise around their 
politics. 

Each meeting 
starts with a political 
talk and discussion. 

The SWM puts a 
high premium on 
developing political 


ideas and giving a 
ood education on 
arxism. 
Afterwards, there 
is a business agenda 
that discusses how 
the branch is fighting 
for its politics in the 


local area. 

Branch meetings 
are open to non- 
members who want 
to find out more 
about the 
organisation. 

for those who 
want more 
information on the 
politics of the SWM, 
documents are 
available from the 
national address at: 
SWM, P.O. Box 
1648, Dublin 8. 


Alms to cut through the 
hysterla and 
Misinformation surrounding 
AIDS. It shows how the 
AIDS crisis has been 
deepened, and lives lost, 
because of the rotten 

nloritles of the soclety we 
Ive In 


SOCIALISM FROM BELOW 
by David McNally 

There are two currents In 
the soclallst tradition. One 
Is ‘soclallsm from above’, 
that of the ‘leave It to us’ 
reformers of the West and 
the antl-democratic 
buraucracles of the East. 
The other Is ‘soclallsm from 
below’, the living tradition 
of workers’ struggle, 
£1.20 


Two 


pamphiels from 
the SWM 


MARXISM AND 
OPPRESSION 


by Josh Clark 

here do the Ideas 
of racism and sexism 
come from? How Is it 
possible to 
overcome 
oppression of all 
kinds. This pamphlet 
examines the Marxist 
case and brings it up 
to date. 
50p plus postage 


IS SOUTHERN 
IRELAND A 
NEO-COLOMY. 


by Kieran Allen 

ationalists argue 
that unemployment, 
poverty, emigration 
and industria 
backwardness Is 
caused by Britain’s 
dominance of 
Ireland. Is this true? 
What of the Southem 
capitalists? Kieran 
Allen explodes a 
myth. 


50p plus postage 
Available from SW 
Books, PO Box 1648, 
Dublin 8 


ROSA LUXEMBURG 

by Tony Cliff 

Sixty years after she was 
murdered, the Ideas of the 
Pollsh/German 
revolutionary Rosa 
Luxemburg are stlll the 
subject of passionate 
debate. Tony Cliff's book, 
first published In 1959, 
temalns the best short 
Introduction to those 
Ideas. 

£2.75 


* 


For full list write to 


.SWM, P.O. Box 1648, 


Dublin 8 
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What we stand 
for 


The Socialist Workers Movement Is a marxist organisation 
fighting for a workers’ republic In Ireland and for 
socialism Internationally. 


FOR REVOLUTION, NOT REFORM 


We begin from the proposition that what determines the 
nature of any society is the system by which Its wealth Is 
produced. In the system we live under, capitalism, 
production is geared to profit, not to human need. 
Among Its Inevitable features are poverty, war, racism 
and sexism. Capitalism cannot be destroyed and these 
evils thus eradicated by plecemeal reform. It can only be 
destroyed by revolutionary action by the class which 
creates all the wealth, the working class. 

The machinery of the capitalist state—parliament, courts, 
army, police etc—is designed to protect the Interests of 
the ruling capitalist class, not to regulate society ina 
neutral fashion. At most, parliament can be used, 
sometimes, to make propaganda against capitalism. tt 
cannot be used to smash capitalism. Only a workers 
revolution can do that and establish a truly democratic 
society in which workers hold power directly through 
delegates elected from workplaces and areas and are 
te-callable and replaceable at any time by those who 


elect them. 
NEITHER WASHINGTON NOR MOSCOW 


This kind of socialism does not exist anywhere foday. 
Workers do not have control in Russia, China, Cuba etc. 
Instead, power is held by a state-capitalist class. A 
workers’ revolution is needed In these countries too. 

We are against NATO and the Warsaw Pact and all 
weapons of mass destruction. We are for the right of all 
nations, East and West, to self-cdletermination. 


FOR AN END TO PARTITION 


The Northern State was created by British imperialism in Its 
own interests. Sectarianism and bigotry were bullt into It 
and will continue to exist for as long as the state exists. 
The marginal privileges given to Protestant workers are 
just that: marginal. It is In the Immediate interest of 
Protstant as well as Catholic workers to fight against thelr 
exploitation. It is in the Interest of all Northern workers to 
unite against the state and aim at socialism In Ireland. 
We support all forces struggling against Imperialism and 
the Northern state, regardless of differences we may 
have with them. 

The interests of the Southern ruling class are no longer in 
fundamental conflict with those of imperialism. Southern 
capitalism is a junior player in the world capitalist system. 
The Southern state too, props up partition, despite 
occasional nationalist rhetoric. 

The “national question” can be solved only by mass 
working class struggle against both states. 
Republicanism, by limiting the Immediate struggle to the 
achievement of "national unity”, and by appealing for 
all-class alliances in pursult of this goal, can never lead 
the working class towards the defeat of Imperialism. 


FOR AN END TO ALL OPPRESSION 


We oppose all forms of oppression which divide and 
weaken the working class. We are for full social, 
economic and political equality for women. We fight for 
free contraception, abortion on demand and the right to 
divorce. We oppose all discrimination against gays and 
lesbians. We stand for secular control of hospitals and 
sencols: We fight for the complete separation of church 
and state, 


FOR A FIGHT IN THE UNIONS 


Trade unions exist fo protect workers’ Interests under 
capitalism. The role of trade unlon leaders Is to negotiate 
with bosses over workers’ position within capitalism. To 
destroy capitalism, we need a rank and file movement In 
the unions separate from the leaderships and fighting for 
workers’ interests regardless of the needs of capitalism. 


FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY 

To destroy capitalism and achieve socialism the most 

class conscious sections of the working class must be 

organred A a pevoluionary: party. The SWM alms to bulld 
par rough spreading its ideas and through It: 

activity in the working class Moreeni Pi 


Join Us! 


Ql would like to join the SWM 
Ql would like more details of the SWM 


NAME a E OE e 
ADDRESS: asa keeten E A m 


Send to SWM PO Box 1648, Dublin 8 
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evolution 


SEVENTY YEARS ago 
the War of Indepen- 
dence began. It co- 
incided with a period of 
tremendous militancy 
by workers. 

Many people have 
heard of the big events 
such as the Limerick 
Soviet. 


Workers took over the town 
in protest against the presence 
of the British Army. Or the 
Munitions strike when railway 
workers refused to carry 
weapons and ammunition for 
the Black and Tans. 

In the main, however, they 
are considered an interesting 
side show or adjunct to the 
real fight:the armed struggle. 
Missing entirely is an under- 
standing of the sheer depth of 
the working class upsurge. 
Emmet O’Connor’s new book 
will rectify this. 

A few facts will indicate the 
scale of the struggle. Between 
1917 and 1921 there were 28 
strikes involving over 1,000 
workers. : 

There were 18 local general 
strikes. These closed down small 

rovincial towns such as 

jungarvan by mass pickeing 

Charleville experienced ive 
general strikes although it had 
no previous history of trade 
unionism. Up to September 

1921 there were eight work- 
place soviets established. 

The mass unionisation of 
Southern Irish workers was 
brought about these militant 
struggles. The ITGWU grew 
from 16,000 in 1916 to 120,000 
in 1921. 

Trades Councils, (or Workers 
Councils as they were called after 
the Russian Revolution) sprung 
up everywhere 

O’Connor’s book is part- 
icularly good on the struggles of 
farm labourers. It should be read 
by all those influenced by the 
miserable politics of “‘post- 


My left Foot 


THE film My Left Footis an 
adaptation of Christy Brown’s 
autobiographical book of the 
same name. Directed by Jim 
Seridan and produced by 
Noel Pearson, it’s a brilliant 
portrayal of working class 
family life in Dublin in the 
1930s, 40s and 50s. i 

The film traces Christy’s life 
from birth in 1932 to the day 
he met his wife to be, Mary 
Carr, in 1959. 

Christy Brown was born 
severely handicapped by 


l 


Fordism’’ who argue that it is 
impossible to organise workers in 
small workplaces. 

The ITGWU organised 
60,000 agricultural workers in 
this period by a militant fight. 
During the unionisation drive 
in Meath and Kildare, railway 
lines were dug up, trees felled 
and sympathetic action invoked 
in the Belfast docks to stop the 
Irish Farmers Union 
distributing their goods. 


È JRIsh 


0 NY 


employers to more easily con- 
cede wage increases helped to 
fuel the movement. Once 
underway the breakdown in state 
authority during the war of 
independence added. to radical- 
ism and depth of the fight. 

Secondly, O’Connor’s book is 
useful as a counter attack to re- 
visionist historians such as 
Workers Party supporter Paul 
Bew. 

Bew has argued that there was 


Post 


PraCEFUL mg 
Pie 


Postal workers strike, 1922 


O’Connor makes two argu- 
ments that are important for 
socialists. Firstly, these struggles 
did not arise simply as a “‘by- 

roduct’’ of the War of 
ndependence. 

They arose primarily out of a 
revival of working class con- 
fidence in changed economic 
circumstances. Farm labourers 
were able to organise, for 


example, because of the intro- 
duction of compulsory tillage 
during the First World War 
which made labour scarce. 

In the cities, the economic 
upturn of 1919 which allowed the 


Film of the month 


Reviewed by Vicky Kavanagh 


cerebral palsy. His family 
were poverty-stricken and of 
22 born, 13 survived. 

Itis an astonishing story of 
how he struggled to 
overcome both his physical 
disabilities and the prejudice 
which surrounded him. 

At the time of his death in 
1981 he had written four 
novels and three books of 
poetry and painted numerous 
pienes with the only part of 

is body he could move 
voluntarily, his left foot. 

Daniel Day-Lewis plays 
Christy with Hugh O'Conor as 
the young Christy. Both 


no revolutionary possibility in 
this period—that the battles were 
rimarily about wage increases, 

*Connor shows clearly the 
anti-capitalist sentiment that lay 
behind much of these struggles. 

He quotes a correspondent 
from the Manchester Guardian 
who wrote about the 1920 
general strike that secured the 
release of republican prisoners in 
Mountjoy: “‘there is no exager- 


ation to trace a flavour of pro- 
letarian dictatorship about some 
aspects of the strike’’. 
O’Connor also shows the 
weakness of syndicalism in this 


actors are enthralling and 
their acting, like the film, is 
virtually flawless. 

Brenda Fricker plays the 
role of Christy’s mother, who 
is a tremendously strong 
character. She is the 
mainstay of support and 
encouragement for Christy. 
She struggles to feed and 
bring up her family while 
living on a shoe string with a 
domineering and sometimes 
violent husband, played by 
Ray McNally. 


Religion features strongly 
in the film, with Christy’s 
mother being staunchly 
Catholic. The young Christy 
is consumed by guilt and fear 
caused by religion. 

My Left Foot openly and 
honestly reflects religious, 
sexua! and social life in 
Ireland. It is superbly filmed 
and written. The film is a 


EEDA 
-On the brink of 


by KIERAN 
ALLEN 


period. The union movement was 
led by William O’Brien and Tom 
Johnson who had both been 
active members of Connolly s 
organisation, the Socialist party 
of Ireland. ; 

Under the guise of a 
syndicalist iqeolopy, they con- 
centrated on building up the 
union machine rather than 
contesting for power. They did 
this by combining the most 
militant of rhetoric with the the 
most craven forms of passivity. 

On May Day 1919, Johnson 

reached holy terror against the 

osses—but the previous April 
he had sabotaged the Limerick 
soviet by calling on workers to 
evacuate the city. He told the 
workers that they were ‘‘not 
prepared for revolution’. 

e syndicalism of Johnson 
and O’Brien was also a cover for 
accommodation with republican 

olitics. By 1921, Johnson and 
O’Brien were sitting on a sub- 
committee of the Dail to devise a 
labour policy for an independent 
tela 

Once the Free State was estab- 
lished they took up a role as the 
loyal labour opposition. 

Emmet O’Connor’s deserves 
to be read by every socialist who 
wants to learn about the tra- 
ditions of the Irish working class. 
There are some weakness, 
however. 

O'Connor sees syndicalism as 
an ‘‘irrational impulse’’. At one 

oint, he even sees Johnson and 

’Brien’s break back into con- 
ventional labour politics as 
“‘putting their trust in progress’’ 
as against the irrational pessim- 
ism of the syndicalists. 

This can give the impression 
that the period 1918 to 1923 


belonged to a romantic spring 
that can never be repeated. This 
however is a limitation common 
to all works of the academic 
Marxist variety. 

Lastly, the book costs £20 
which is excessive. It can 
however—if the cuts permit—be 
ordered from your local library. 


Syndicalism in Modern Ireland: 
Emmet O'Connor 


Ray McNally 
humorous and moving 
account of the life and times 
of Christy Brown. 

The spontaneous applause 
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Ever since Darwin 


by PAUL O’BRIEN 

STEPHEN Jay amna nes done much over the years to 
e natura : : 3 

Popa anng is Aleasuraiile and accessible, with a 

gift of explaining complex ideas in a way that can be 


understood by most people. : 

He does so by communicating excitement about the ideas, a wonder- 
ful use of examples from nature, and challenging you to think, 

The topics he writes about range from Datwin’s theory of evolution to 
the study of intelligence testing. 

The books are mainly a serles of essays, not always related, taken 
from a column he write in Natural History Magazine, 

If there is a common theme running throigh his writing, itis to defend 
evolution and science in general from attack by right wing scientists wha 
over the years have used pseudo-science to justify racism, sexism, and 
all the other divisions of society which are used against us. 

In order to justify slavery, it was necessary to show that black people 
were inferior to whites. 

Scientists were only too willing to allow thelr own prejudices to in- 
fluence their results, 

Indeed he goes further and shows that Sir Cyril Burt, the leading ex- 
ponent of the view that intelligence Is hereditary, falsified his results in 
order to prove the point he wanted to make. 

Another popular theory was that brain size was supposed to show that 
white Se p opie Were more intelligent than blacks, 

In his book “The Mismeasure of Man” Gould exposes these argu- 
ments for the rubbish they are. Louis Agassiz, who believed that blacks 
ay a apante apaes an phe of the leading scientists of the last cen- 
bak people fo ditor an aout racist who allowed his hatred of 

ut Gould is at his best when defending Darwin's theo i 
i Darwin's ideas have been attacked verhape more there anye ore 
theory since he first published “Origin of Species” in 1859 


The reason is not that it i pra : 
in i etit is ait simple itis a complex and difficult idea to comprehend, 
ecies have evolved by adapting to the environn He 
; Ç Avironment t Bie 
alte eet that lan Paisley calle for it to be banned in sence that it 
enges the idea that God created the world, LPE E 


It conflicts with the biblical version of creation. And of ; 
challeriges the Very ide Fister of creation, And of course it 
marge cago i eb 
Stones view ofthe wont? Museum hae neee ae 

Arguments that seer jue i decade ago have r entered th 


ch are rich 
thy ae peor clev 
ould takes on all these ara: 

that are in dispute, ae hae 
lution; but it is the politics whic 

Science must be undere 

stand above society coll 
the dominant ideas ot 


theories. 
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Bosses welcome 
tame super-union 


WHEN a Fianna Fail Minister is happy 


about something we should be 


picious. 


Sus- 


We should therefore be very su- 
spicious of trade union mergers be- 
cause Bertie Ahern is over the moon 
spout elle He = especially delighted 
about the planned merger between 
ITGWU and the FWUI. 3 Dp 


As Minister for La- 
bour, Ahern has prom- 
ised legislation which 
will give financial help 
to unions who enter 
merger talks—even if 
they don’t amalgamate. 

The same legislation 
will make it harder to go 
on strike. Secret ballots 
will be compulsory and 
picketing will be restric- 
ted. 

We should be even 
more suspicious of the 
leaders of the “‘Big 
Two’’ unions. John 
Carroll (ITGWU) and 
Billy Attley (FWUID) 
were to the fore in en- 
couraging acceptance of 
the National Plan. 

At the 1986 ICTU 
conference, Carroll and 
Attley called for a return 
to National bargaining. 

Ata h in Galway 
later that year Billy Att- 
ley called for ‘‘the for- 


One 


mation by government, 
trade unions and em- 
ployers of a four to five 
year rolling plan’’. 

Fine Gael—then in 
government—were 

eeppacat They believed 
such a plan would give 
unions too much power. 

The bosses’ unions— 
the CII and FUE—were 
also cautious. 

But Fianna Fail 
welcomed the proposals 
and put them into op- 
eration when they took 
power in 1987. The 
result was the Pro- 

amme for National 

ecovery. 

Fianna Fail have al- 
ways been a bosses’ 
party. But they have also 

rojected a populist 
image—persuadin 
workers that we are a 
‘ton the one road’’, rich 
and poor alike. 

Fianna Fail could deal 


Big 


Union? 


RIGHT-WING manoeuvres are often clouded 


in left-wing rhetoric. 


The leaders of the TTGWU and FWUI claim 


that their merger i 


sareturn to the tradition of 


i rkin’s “One Big Union”’. 
Ore meir collaboration with the bosses 


stands in contrast wi 
promising class battle. 


The proposed S 


for preventing rank and fi 


th Larkin’s uncom- 


rule book is a recipe. 
le action. Here there 


is also a contrast with Larkin. 


conse Matin 
ee Be oie complained that Larkin 


Dockers’ Union, 


“would order a strike as casu 
ask for bacon and eggs 
trusting to luck for met 
ITGWU was a 
ich won the right to organise for 


a copper at his comm 
Gilet Larkin the 


srvative leader of the 


ally as he would 
sg for his breakfast, 


funds, even if he hadn’t ; 
j5 


fighting 


with the unions in a way 
Fine Gael could never 
manage. They agreed to 
allow the unions to act as 
‘‘social partners’ with 
the government and 
bosses. 

In return for vague 
promises of job creation 
Haughey persuaded the 
ICTU to accept wages 
rises of less than 3 per 
cent, as well as public 
service cuts and redun- 
dancies. 

As aresult the unions 
have ditched the fight 
against cuts and 
boosted Haughey’s 
popularity. The anger 
which greeted hospital 
closures in 1987 has 
been replaced iwth ac- 
ceptance that Fianna 


Bread jobs 
down the pan 


WORKERS at Dublin’s 
Johnston Mooney and 
O’Brien bakery voted 5-1 
to accept managements’s 
redundancy package last 
month. 

This followed the Bakers and 
Food Workers Amalgamated 
Union’s general secretary Pat 
Shanley’s early acceptance of 
job losses and official union 

acking for the package. 

At least 500 jobs are at risk in 
the £2 million package. 


Fail are ‘‘doing some- 
thing” about the ec- 
onomy. 

When the National 
Plan was being discussed 
the ITGWU and FWUI 
published similar litera- 
ture encouraging a 
“*Yes’’ vote. 


They put a joint ad- - 


vertisement in the papers 
advising workers of the 
closing date for the 
ballot. 

Whenever the “‘Big 
Two” have co-operated 
in the past few years it 
has been to further the 
cause of class collabor- 
ation. 

Now they are planning 


to jon forces in order to 
collaborate more effic- 
iently. 


Johnston Mooney and 
O'Brien's parent company— 
the multi-national Odlum 
proum atte looking for a 
uyer. A possible management 
buy-out was proposed. 
Oldlums have received £4.5 
million for the site holding, 
and before the ‘‘bread war’’, 
had made plans to dispose of 
the bakery. 
Also last month, four small 
bakeries in Kilkenny, Co. 
Carlow and Co. Laois an- 
nounced job losses. 
Union leaders echoed bakery 
bosses in blaming the bread 
war and demanding a 
govemment price order to raise 
the price of a pan from 59p. 
The bread war is a crude 


Advertisement 


Eve of Ballot Public Meeting 
Say No to 
SIPTU 


Monday 24th April 8pm 
North Star Hotel, Amiens St 
Dublin 1 


Say No To SIPTU Group 47 Synge St Dublin 8 ph:783503 


INI: 


SOCIALIST WORKER PAGE ELEVEN 


I! poy 


DL 


Oppose the stitchup 


THE Services, 
Industrial, 
Professional and 
Technical Unionis not 
a reincarnation of 
Larkin’s fighting 
union. 

Neither are the 
leaders of the ITGWU 
and FWUI trying to 
promote union 


Unions: Secret talks 
between the leaders 
took place for months 
before the” 
announcement. 
©The deal will be 
voted on by secret 
postal ballot, without'a 
proper debate: 

©The proposed Rule 
Book for SIPTU iS not 
yet available to the 
members. 


Rule Book givea 
pictureofajunion 
doing its best to 
prevent any initiative 


attempt by the major com- 
panies to consolidate their 
market position. But socialists 
cannot demand higher bread 
paces we are for low prices. 
orkers in bakeries threatened 
with redundancies have to 
occupy and demand national- 
isation of the bakeries. 

If higher bread prices are 
demanded other workers will 
be the losers and still jobs will 
be lost. Instead the demand 
should be for Jow bread 
prices—with government 
subsidies—and no job loss. 


Waterford 
concede 


WATERFORD Glass 
workers last month con- 
ceded the implementation 
of the company’s plan for 
a six month trial period. 
Workers have accepted 
management’s demand 
for complete flexibility, a 
e freeze and erosion of 
union facility time. 
This is the second such 
defeat in two years the 
workforce have suffered. It 
follows the mistaken 
acceptance by the Glass shop 
stewards of the company’s 
claim that it is no longer 


by rank and file 
members. The 
bureaucracy will beas 
strong as ever. 
@Shop stewards will 
be\under the control of 
Branch Committees 
and will not be able to 
call a strike without 
higher approval. 
@Secret ballots will be 
compulsory before 
taking strike action. 
Evenjthen the 
bureaucrats will 
consider the number 
who votediand the size 
of the majority before 
action is allowed. 
©The National 
Executive will have 
power to endia strike 
without consulting the 
strikers: 

@Workers with less 
than six months paid- 
up membership will 
not be entitled to strike 


pay. 
©The Regional 
Executives and the 
NEG will have power to 
remove from office any 
member of a Section 


While Larkin.rages Attley and Co smirk 


profitable. 

A consultant accountant 
hired by the stewards con- 
firmed the company’s 
claims. 

It follows too the rejection by 
the company of the union’s 
demand for 33 per cent of 
the shares in the company 
for the workers in return for 
working the new 
arrangements. 

Some strange people sup- 
ported the areno 
workers idea. 

@Jobn Bruton, right wing 
Fine Gaeler welcomed the 
idea that workers were 
looking for a stake in the 
company as indicating a 
more ‘‘responsible’’ 
workforce. 

@ICTU Assistant general 


secretary Kevin Duffy 
paced the proposal. The 
CTU never showed any 
enthusiasm when the 
Waterford Glass workers 
took the lead.in action on 
PAYE in the early eighties. 
@The Labour Conference in 
Tralee, dominated by the 
party's swing to the right, 
app auded wildly the 
aterford share claim as 
representing an exciting new 
development in industrial 
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All 


Committee. 

@lf the NEC wishes, it 
can appoint Branch 
Secretaries over the 
heads of Branch 
members. 


The bureaucrats” 
intentions are made 
clear by these 
proposed Rules. 


@ihey want to prevent 
Strike action from 
taking) place outside of 
their control. 

hey, also want to 
control, and if 
necessary to 
discipline; any activist 
who pushes for a tight: 


In this context, and 
in the context of the 
present leaders’ 
collaboration with 
Fianna Fail, the merger 
should be opposed. 


An amalgamation 
should only be 
accepted on terms 
which increase union 
democracy and open 
the door to a fight 
against the bosses. 


a 


relations. 

While the financiers and 
capitalists dominate in- 
dustry, workers are sub- 
ordinated to the require- 
ments of profitability. The 
socialist argument is that 
workers should take no 
responsibility for the profit 
or loss-making position of a 
company. Instead they must 
defend their own interests on 
jobs, pay, conditions, health 
and safety etc. 

Socialist argue that all in- 
dustry should be under the 
control of workers and 
production organised for 
need, not profit. Taking a 
stake in the company Is to 
accept the capitalist lie that 
workers and management 
are ‘‘partners’’ in the 
success or failure of the 
enterprise. 

By proposing the share deal 
the Glass stewards focused 
the attention of the work- 
force on the trading tion 
of the company and not on 
resolute resistance. 

That is why Bruton, ICTU 
bureaucrats and Labour 
right wingers welcomed the 
tactic. And that is part of the 
reason Glass workers have 
suffered this latest defeat. 


- For a Workers Republic and International Socialism 


seciarian 


“Tit for tat sectarian 
killings return to the 
North.” 

That’s been the line 
of the press and polit- 
icians over the past 
month as killings by 
both the Republican 
and Loyalist para- 
militaries have 
escalated. 

There’s no doubt that sec- 
tarian tension has grown. In 
Belfast particularly the fear 
in working class areas is as 
high as at any time since the 
mid 70s. 

But to characterise this as 
“‘tit for tat sectarianism” is 

both an oversimplification 
and politically dishonest. 


The dishonesty was clear 
in Seamus Mallon’s claim 
that the killing of the RUC 


men Breen and Buchanan at - 


Jonesborough was ‘‘another 
sectarian murder’’. 

It’s obvious the reason the 
IRA ambushed the RUC 


men’s car had nothing to do 
with their religion. 


The UDA and UVF 
campaigns on the other 
hand are straightfor- 
wardly sectarian. For ex- 
ample, Niall Davies, shot 
dead in Glengormley on 
March 17, David Braniff, 
killed at his home in 
Alliance Avenue on March 
19, and Patrick Feeney, 
the factory security man 
killed in Donacloney in 
February, were killed for 
no reason other than that 
they were Catholics. 


Politically, the Repub- 
lican and Loyalist cam- 
paigns cannot be equated. 
This is awkward for people 
who want to be able to 
prove how ‘“‘non-sectarian’’ 
they are by denouncing 
“both sides” equally. But 
that amounts to a refusal to 
face the facts of the Nor- 
thern situation. 


The Loyalist para- 


o10p ine 


militaries are fighting to de- 
fend a sectarian state, the 
Republicans are fighting to 
end it. 


This does not mean that 
socialists support the 
Republicans’ tactic of 
armed struggle. 


The armed struggle is 
based on nationalist politics, 
not socialist politics. It 
looks for support to the na- 
tionalist community, not to 
the working class. And, for 
all the obvious historical 
reasons, the ‘‘nationalist 
community’ in the North 
means essentially the 
Catholic community. 

Thus the IRA tries to fur- 
ther the interests of its 
“own’’ Catholic com- 
munity, which on occasion 
means hitting back at those 
it believes to have attacked 
the Catholic community. 


This is the political basis of 
both the Jonesborough am- 
bush and the assassination 
of UVF and UDA leaders 
such as John Irvine in North 
Belfast on March 16. 

In pursuing this campaign 
the possiblity of totally in- 
nocent Protestants being cut 
down—as happened in 
Coagh on March 7, whether 
by accident or, to put it 
delicately, over 
enthusiasm—will always be 
present. 


Gerry Adams and Mar- 
tin McGuinness have said 
that they regret such inno- 
cent deaths, and we have 
no reason to disbelieve 
them. But the real answer 
lies in questioning the na- 
tionalist politics on which 
the tactic of armed strug- 
gle is based. 


A movement which bases 
itself on nationalism will! 
always be trapped within 
the sectarian set up of the 
North—whether it likes it or 


not. 

Only a movement which 
rejects communal politics; 
which appeals to the class 
interests of all religions and 
none, South as well as 
North; which links demands 
based on those interests to 
the ultimate goal of a united 
socialist Ireland: only by 
building such a movenent 
can we avoid finding 
ourselves in a sectarian cul 
de sac again and again. 

_ When stablishment par- 
ties and their hangers on are 
pouring general abuse on 
Republicans it is necessary 
for honest socialists to stand 
with the Republicans and 
against the sectarian state. 

At the same time we call 
again on Republicans who 
are motivated by a desire to 
see socialism on this island 
to re-examine the political 
ideas which have led into 
the present desperate situ- 
ation but which show no 
sign of being able to lead 
out of it. 


Lightning 
strikes at 
Shorts 


3,500 shop floor 
workers at Shorts 
aircraft in Belfast have 
been carrying out an 
overtime ban and a 
series of lightning 
strikes In support of a 
long standing pay 
claim. 

1,600 managerial 
and technical staff 
recently joined the 
overtime and strike 
actions. 

They have been 
fighting back despite 
government plans to 
privatise the company. 


Prospective buyers 
came to Belfast on the 
day workers totally 
stopped production. 

“Let them see what 
they're getting”, sald one 
shop steward. P 

Shorts workers haven't 
had a pay rise since 
1985. Their wage claim 
from 1987 hasn't yet 
been settled and In 1988 
they were offered a lump 
sum payment Instead of a 
percentage Increase. 

Management and 
government are bending 
over backwards to make 
the company an attractive 

rospect to potential 
buyers: 

The government has 
cleared a £390 milllon 
loan to the company, but 
this isn’t going towards 
any wager increases, 


instead management Is 
trying to get a totaily 
flexible workforce. They 
are now proposing that 
workers should come In 
to work at any time 
without receiving 


| overtime payment for 


extra hours. 


The action of Shorts 
workers should provide a 
pulls for workers at 

arland and Wolff which 
has been sold to a 
management-employee 
group with the support of 
at least £500 million from 
the British government. 


After announcing 
government backing for 
the sale, Tom King 
warned that workers 
would have to ‘‘recognise 
the need for new 
methods, new 
Procedures, new 
commercial vigilance”. 

That can only mean 
fewer Jobs, more 
productivity and less pay 
for shipyard workers. 


Ballymena 
walk-out 


HOSPITAL workers in 
Ballymena walked out 
when private contractors 


. tried to sneak on to the 


hospital site. 

Union leader Inez 
McCormack sald they 
wanted to Investigate 
how to “make profit out 
of our members’ sweat”. 

Nurses, cleaners, 
administrative staff, 
laundry workers and 
ambulance members of 
NUPE followed the 
contractors around the 
site to make It clear that 
they were not wanted 
and to warn that they 
would fight them every 
Inch of the way. 


